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Presidential Documents 


Title 3—THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3870 


PROCLAMATION AMENDING PART 3 OF THE APPENDIX TO THE TARIFF 
SCHEDULES OF THE UNITED STATES WITH RESPECT TO THE IMPOR- 
TATION OF AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 


WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. 624), limitations have been imposed. 
by Presidential proclamations on the quantities of certain dairy prod- 
ucts which may be imported into the United States in any quota 
year; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with Section 102(3) of the Tariff 
Classification Act of 1962, the President by Proclamation No. 3548 
of August 21, 1963, proclaimed the additional import restrictions set 
forth in Part 3 of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States; and 


WHEREAS the import restrictions on certain dairy products set 
forth in Part 3 of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States as proclaimed by Proclamation No. 3548 have been amended by 
Proclamation No. 3558 of October 5, 1963, Proclamation No. 3562 of 
November 26, 1963, Proclamation No. 3597 of July 7, 1964, Section 88 
of the Tariff Schedules Technical Amendments Act of 1965 (79 Stat. 
950), Proclamation No. 3709 of March 31, 1966, Proclamation No. 
3790 of June 30, 1967, Proclamation No. 3822 of December 16, 1967, 
and Proclamation No. 3856 of June 10, 1968; and 


WHEREAS, pursuant to said Section 22, the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture has advised me there is reason to believe that the articles for 
which import restrictions are hereinafter proclaimed are being im- 
ported, and are practically certain to be imported, under such condi- 
tions and in such quantities as to render or tend to render ineffective, or 
materially interfere with the price support program now conducted 
by the Department of Agriculture for milk and butterfat, and to 
reduce substantially the amount of products processed in the United 
States from domestic milk and butterfat ; and 


WHEREAS, under the authority of Section 22, I have requested 
the United States Tariff Commission to make an investigation with 
respect to this matter; and 


WHEREAS the Secretary of Agriculture has determined and re- 
ported to me that a condition exists which requires emergency treat- 
ment with respect to the articles for which import restrictions are 
hereinafter proclaimed and that the limitations, hereinafter set forth, 
on the quantities of such articles which may be imported in a quota 
year should be imposed without awaiting the recommendations of 
the United States Tariff Commission with respect to such action; and 
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THE PRESIDENT 


WHEREAS I find and declare that the articles for which import 
restrictions are hereinafter proclaimed are being imported and are 
practically certain to be imported into the U nited States under such 
conditions and in such quantities as to render or tend to render in- 
effective or materially interfere with the price support program now 
conducted by the Department of Agriculture for milk and butterfat, 
and to reduce substantially the amount of products processed in the 
United States from domestic milk and butterfat; and that a condition 
exists with respect thereto which requires emergency treatment and 
that the limitations, hereinafter set forth, on the quantities of such 
articles which may be imported in a quota year should be imposed 
without awaiting the recommendations of the United States Tariff 
Commission with respect to such action ; and 

WHEREAS I find and declare that for the purpose of the first 
proviso of Section 22(b) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as 
amended, the representative period for imports of such“articles is the 
calendar year 1967, except that the representative period for imports 
of the articles subject to the import quotas provided for in item 
950.09B is the calendar years 1965 through 1967; and 


WHEREAS I find and declare that the imposition of the import re- 
strictions hereinafter proclaimed is necessary in order that the entry, 
or withdrawal from warehouse, for consumption of such articles will 
not render or tend to render ineffective or materially interfere with 
the price support program now conducted by the Department of Agri- 
culture for milk and butterfat, or reduce substantially the amount of 


ee processed in the United States from domestic milk and 
outterfat ; 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, acting under and by virtue of the au- 
thority vested in me as President, and in conformity with the pro- 
visions of Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, 
and the Tariff Classification Act of 1962, do hereby proclaim that Part 
3 of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United States is 
amended as follows: 


(1) headnote 3(a) is amended by adding a new subdivision as 
follows: 


(iii) For the purposes of items 950.10A, 950.10B, and 950.10C of 
this part, the purchase price shall be determined by the District Di- 
rector of Customs on the basis of the aggregate price received by the 
exporter, including all expenses incident to placing the merchandise 
in condition, packed ready for shipment to the United States, but ex- 
cluding transportation, insurance, duty, and other charges incident 
to bringing the merchandise from the place of shipment from the 
country. of. exportation to the place of delivery in the United States. 


(2) item 950.09 is redesignated 950.09A and a new item is inserted 
as follows: 


950.09B Cheese and substitutes for cheese con- 
taining, or processed from, Edam and 

Gouda cheese : 
For the 12-month period ending De- 

CRE TE, i aatieitcicatnn the quantity entered on or 
before the date of this 
proclamation, plus the fol- 
lowing quantities: 

Quota Quantity 
Country of Origin (In pounds) 
Denmark 
Ireland 
Netherlands 
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THE PRESIDENT 


For each subsequent 12-month period, the following quantities: 





Quota Quantity 
Country of Origin (In pounds) 
I ai oii als ae aatnats atti aire eee a 1, 714, 000 
MOI ssscircretecccihcchinecncini-a nasi siti dicaseehemiahaiailaigyieieticeitmiila 331, 000 
SEIN chistes putts att iene tape laapesianetniailinsiasilcgdigi 169, 000 
MO hich hth akic Denese cca pinta inal 368, 000 
rs nines ese cic cieudgileeatahiapaaabciloceadesgsle 513, 000 
NE li tn cheatin ihe lai dscns peepee aia eeaciaed 56, 000 


(3) items 950.10A, 950.10B, and 950.10C are added following item 
950.10, which read as follows: 


Swiss or Emmenthaler cheese with eye formation; Gruyere-process cheese; and 
cheese and substitutes for cheese containing, or processed from, such cheeses ; 
all the foregoing, if shipped otherwise than in pursuance to a purchase, or if 
having a purchase price under 47 cents per pound (see headnote 3(a) (iii)' of 
this part) : 


950.10A Swiss or Emmenthaler cheese with eye 
formation : 
For the 12-month period ending De- 
el Eee the quantity entered on or 
before the date of this 
proclamation, plus the fol- 
lowing quantities : 
Quota Quantity 
Country of Origin (In pounds) 


Austria 






BI ciceiccsicpecteceaeninn casei iteiib ected lacscnlapieninticeg nilancniaddadaiiaomedesinas aaa Rania 

I wetted Sac acta cc cna inciapncpa inde aa le nae 110, 000 
INI. isess:casescsbenseitciiiscacigusinin ea iastacticleaceiiiplgash iiccitates ata cal 60, 000 
West Germany 


For each subsequent 12-month period, the following quantities: 
Quota Quantity 














Country of Origin (In pounds) 

MII is ensicicepcccltasaitiibaiaeiattiiipciasiiete ls ap ea aicitipaiacinillas cag 972, 000 
SIT x cisicshseniciintig ccs tp clatter ites tiie 609, 000 
BORE cccainn sic bcc scene ets nar cmc ileal le ta 1, 843, 000 
RE nec ciniscinicseece Nai insect ac acs ri 367, 000 
II iisiestnticte icici eal a i aa a 200, 000 
Pe RN aeiccsiceieceeenschestbtlecasnsiasicapecceieitecemaisansilinen minal anche aa a ana 124, 000 
cree Naa ccenciacaiemeg ete iceetacaeiecceiaeibtcs aaieecacateaaacnaaie aecdaeeataian Geimelicanitan 156, 000 


950.10B Other than Swiss or Emmenthaler 
with eye formation: 
For the 12-month period end- 
ing December 31, 1968_......_-__ the quantity entered on or 
before the date of this 
proclamation, plus the 
following quantities: 
Quota Quantity 
Country of Origin (In pounds) 
SOI, nsctcisiintnicesisinnintib neictpiniitirincabapelp cided dicedaaaaustcilaaimmmpeell i tipadaadaaes 145, 000 
Denmark 












I i nds ithaca eg cei tanith iii 
West Germany 









For each subsequent 12-month period, the following quantities: 
Quota Quantity 

















Country of Origin (In pounds) 

PI © sacra Siig cnn ec apin ciation mamaaaaei tian eiaad 483, 000 
MII eis ecinnsscsccihstaisiinimibotaataaepien ila ip dna Naan ies ia 119, 000 
SON, isin tines i cbc ecstatic tach le ticity 1, 516, 000 
SOI i chcistsisiisitescischieoeisitn taal etic itt satis icibcadaethicMpakeanaamndana acted 10, 000 
ee site sinc Satan eR natch cient eaieiata bidet 1, 078, 000 
CPN i hace cece aia esate lidar ae ae ee 83, 000 


950.100 Cheeses and substitutes for cheese provided for in items 117.75 and 
117.85, part 4C, schedule 1 (except cheese not containing cow’s milk, 
whey cheese, and except articles within the scope of other import 
quotas provided for in this part) ; all the foregoing, if shipped other- 
wise than in pursuance to a purchase, or if having a purchase price 

under 47 cents per pound (see headnote 3(a) (iii) of this part) : 
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For the 12-month period ending 
December 31, 1968 the quantity entered on or 
before the date of this 
proclamation, plus. the 
following quantities: 
Quota Quantity 
Country of Origin (In pounds) 
Belgium 62, 000 
MO Sa esc lip eae lai rs Pla 2, 690, 000 
Finland 337, 000 
France 279, 000 
Iceland 168, 000 
Ireland 45, 000 
IN catia calle phintn Dp hcaabasiesoensiknasdcbnbasigs eae eeu reiki 17, 000 
Norway 67, 000 
Poland 619, 000 
Sweden 
Switzerland 
United Kingdom 
West Germany 
Other 
For each subsequent 12-month period, the following quantities: 
Quota Quantity 
Country of Origin (In pounds) 
Belgium 207, 000 
Denmark 8, 966, 000 
Finland 124, 000 


France 931, 000 
Iceland 560, 000 
Ireland 151, 000 
DN IN ee ara a r ee 56, 000 


222, 000 
064, 000 
Sweden 535, 000 
Switzerland 34, 000 
United Kingdom 274, 000 
West Germany 989, 000 
388, 000 
The quotas established by this proclamation shall be applicable pend- 
ing the report and recommendations of the Tariff Commission and 
action thereon by the President. Such quotas shall not be applicable 
to quantities of articles covered by this proclamation, which were 
exported to the United States, but not entered, prior to the date of this 
proclamation, to the extent such quantities are in excess of the quotas 
therefor. Notwithstanding headnote 3(a) (i), import licenses shall not 
be required for articles subject to the quotas provided for in this 
proclamation for the 12-month period ending December 31, 1968. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set” my hand this 
twenty-fourth day of September, in the year of our Lord nineteen 
hundred and sixty-eight, and of the Independence of the United States 
of America the one hundred and ninety-third. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11805; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 10:20 a.m.] 
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THE PRESIDENT 


Proclamation 3871 
NATIONAL EMPLOY THE PHYSICALLY HANDICAPPED WEEK, 1968 
By the President of the United States of America 
A Proclamation 


America’s program of rehabilitation has brightened the hopes and 
lives of millions of our citizens who are handicapped by chronic illness 
or disability. 

As a result of advanced medical knowledge, expanded treatment 
centers, and ingenious prosthetic devices, wounded veterans and dis- 
abled workers, children with defects from birth, and young persons 
injured in accidents can look forward to useful, productive lives. 


The ultimate enrichment of the lives of our handicapped is the 
opportunity to work. Since World War II, over seven million handi- 
capped have been hired by private industry, and nearly a quarter 
million have been hired by the Federal Government. 


While these accomplishments are impressive, the goal of a job for 
every disabled person who seeks one has not yet been reached. 


—Thousands of blind persons are unemployed. 

—Many deaf men and women are in jobs far beneath their true 
capabilities. 

—Epileptics remain the victims of public misinformation and 
misconception. 

—Persons with cerebral palsy, multiple sclerosis, or muscular 
dystrophy have shockingly high unemployment rates. 

—A disproportionate number of unemployed handicapped men 
and women are trapped in the urban slums and in the rural 
areas of our country. 


The handicapped have come a long way. But all of us—and par- 
ticularly those who have been spared crippling injury—must help in 
providing a still wider range of job opportunities for the handicapped. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, LYNDON B. JOHNSON, President of 
the United States of America, in accordance with the joint resolution 
of Congress approved August 11, 1945 (59 Stat. 530), designating the 
first full week of October of each year as National Employ the Phys- 
ically Handicapped Week, do hereby call upon the people of our 
Nation to observe the week beginning October 6, 1968, for such purpose. 


During that week I urge all the Governors of States, mayors of 
cities, and other public officials, as well as leaders of industry, educa- 
tional and religious groups, labor, civic, veterans’, agricultural, 
women’s, scientific, professional, and fraternal organizations, and all 
other interested organizations and individuals, including the handi- 
capped themselves, to participate in this observance, 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this 
twenty-fourth day of September, in the year of our Lord nineteen hun- 
dred and sixty-eight, and of the Independence of the United States 
of America the one hundred and ninety-third. 


a 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11806; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 10:20 a.m.] 
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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 


Chapter IX—Consumer and Market- 
ing Service (Marketing Agreements 
and Orders; Fruits, Vegetables, 
Nuts), Department of Agriculture 

[Valencia Orange Reg. 258] 


PART 908—VALENCIA ORANGES 
GROWNZAN ARIZONA AND DESIG- 
NATED PART OF CALIFORNIA 


Limitation of Handling 
§908.558 Valencia Orange Regulation 
258. 


(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the mar- 
keting agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 908, as amended (7 CFR Part 908), 
regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and designated 
part of California, effective under the 
applicable provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon 
the basis of the recommendations and 
information submitted by the Valencia 
Orange Administrative Committee, es- 
tablished under the said amended mar- 
keting agreement and order, and upon 
other available information, it is hereby 
found that the limitation of handling of 
such Valencia oranges, as hereinafter 
provided, will tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act by tending to 
establish and maintain such orderly mar- 
keting conditions for such oranges as will 
provide, in the interests of producers and 
consumers, an orderly flow of the supply 
thereof to market throughout the nor- 
mal marketing season to avoid unreason- 
able fluctuations in supplies and prices, 
and is not for the purpose of maintaining 
prices to farmers above the level which 
it is declared to be the policy of Congress 
to establish under the act. 

(2) It is hereby further found that it 
is impracticable and contrary to the pub- 
lic interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rule-making procedure, 
and postpone the effective date of this 
section until 39 days after publication 
hereof in the FepERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 
553) because the time intervening be- 
tween the date when information upon 
which this section is based became avail- 
able and the time when this section must 
become effective in order to effectuate 
the declared policy of the act is insuffi- 
cient, and a reasonable time is permitted, 
under the circumstances, for preparation 
for such effective time; and good cause 
exists for making the provisions hereof 
effective as hereinafter set forth. The 
committee held an open meeting during 
the current week, after giving due notice 
thereof, to consider supply and market 
conditions for Valencia oranges and the 
heed for regulation; interested persons 


were afforded an opportunity to submit 
information and views at this meeting; 
the recommendation and supporting in- 
formation for regulation during the 
period specified herein were promptly 
submitted to the Department after such 
meeting was held; the provisions of this 
section, including its effective time, are 
identical with the aforesaid recommen- 
dation of the committee, and information 
concerning such provisions and effective 
time has been disseminated among han- 
dlers of such Valencia oranges; it is nec- 
essary, in order to effectuate the declared 
policy of the act, to make this section 
effective during the period herein speci- 
fied; and compliance with this section 
will not require any special preparation 
on the part of persons subject hereto 
which cannot be completed on or before 
the effective date hereof. Such committee 
meeting was held on September 24, 1968. 

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti- 
ties of Valencia oranges grown in Ari- 
zona and designated part of California 
which may be handled during the period 
September 27, 1968, through October 3, 
1968, are hereby fixed as follows: 

(i) District 1: Unlimited movement; 

(ii) District 2: 500,000 cartons; 

(iii) District 3: Unlimited movement. 

(2) As used in this section, “handled,” 
“District 1,” “District 2,” “District 3,” 
and “carton” have the same meaning as 
when used in said amended marketing 
agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 25, 1968. 


Paut A. NICHOLSON, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11815; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
11:20 a.m.] 


PART 925—FRESH PRUNES GROWN 
IN DESIGNATED COUNTIES IN 
IDAHO AND IN MALHEUR COUNTY, 
OREG. 


Expenses and Rate of Assessment 


On September 7, 1968, notice of pro- 
posed rule making was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 12745) regard- 
ing proposed expenses, and the related 
rate of assessment for the fiscal period 
July 1, 1968, through June 30, 1969, pur- 
suant to the marketing agreement and 
Order No. 925 (7 CFR Part 925), regu- 
lating the handling of fresh prunes 
grown in designated counties in Idaho 
and in Malheur County, Oreg. This regu- 
latory program is effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). 
After consideration of all relevant mat- 
ters presented, including the proposals 


set forth in such notice which were sub- 
mitted by the Idaho-Malheur County, 
Oreg., Fresh Prune Marketing Commit- 
tee (established pursuant to said mar- 
keting agreement and order) , it is hereby 
found and determined that: 


§ 925.208 Expenses and rate of assess- 
ment. 


(a) Expenses. Expenses that are rea- 
sonable and likely to be incurred by the 
Idaho-Malheur County, Oreg., Fresh 
Prune Marketing Committee during the 
fiscal period July 1, 1968, through June 
30, 1969, will amount to $5,095. 

(b) Rate of assessment. The rate of 
assessment for said period, payable by 
each handler in accordance with § 925.41, 
is fixed at $0.005 per one-half bushel or 
equivalent quantity of fresh prunes. 


It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the effec- 
tive date hereof until 30 days after pub- 
lication in the FEDERAL REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 
553) in that (1) shipments of the current 
crop of fresh prunes grown in the desig- 
nated production area are now being 
made; (2) the relevant provisions of said 
marketing agreement and this part re- 
quire that the rate of assessment herein 
fixed shall be applicable to all assessable 
prunes handled during the aforesaid pe- 
riod; and (3) such period began on 
July 1, 1968, and said rate of assessment 
will automatically apply to all such 
prunes beginning with such date. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 


Dated: September 23, 1968. 


Pau. A. NICHOLSON, 
Acting Director, Fruit and Veg- 
etable Division, Consumer and 
Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11694; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Chapter XIV—Commodity Credit Cor- 
poration, Department of Agriculture 


SUBCHAPTER B—LOANS, PURCHASES, AND 
OTHER OPERATIONS 


[CCC Grain Price Support Regs., 1968 Crop 
Corn Supp.|: 


PART 1421—GRAINS AND SIMILARLY 
HANDLED COMMODITIES 


Subpart—1968 Crop Corn Loan and 
Purchase Program 


This annual crop year supplement, to- 
gether with the General Regulations 
Governing Price Support for the 1964 and 
Subsequent Crops (Revision 1) (31 F.R. 
5941), and any amendments thereto, 
and the 1966 and Subsequent Crops Corn 
Supplement (31 F.R. 10464), and any 
amendments thereto, contain the provi- 
sions for price support loans and pur- 
chases for the 1968 crop of corn. 
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discounts. 
AuTHoriTy: The provisions of this subpart 
issued under sec. 4, 62 Stat. 1070 as amended; 
15 U.S.C. 714b. Interpret or apply sec. 5, 62 
Stat. 1072, secs. 105, 401, 63 Stat. 1051 as 
amended; 15 U.S.C. 714c, 7 U.S.C. 1421, 1441. 


§ 1421.2376 Availability. 


A producer desiring a price support 
loan must request a loan on his eligible 
corn on or before June 30, 1969. To ob- 
tain price support through a sale to 
CCC, a producer must give the appro- 
priate ASCS county office notice of his 
intent to sell his eligible corn to CCC 
on or before July 31, 1969: Provided, 
That in any area where it is determined 
by the State committee that producers 
may not be able to or cannot store corn 
safely on the farm for the full storage 
period because of insects, adverse 
climatic conditions, or other factors af- 
fecting the safe storage of corn, the final 
date for requesting price support on farm 
stored corn shall be such earlier dates as 
are established by the State committee. 
Public announcement of the final dates 
shall be made sufficiently in advance of 
such dates to allow producers a reason- 
able period of time to request price 
support. 


§ 1421.2377 Compliance requirements. 


To be eligible for a loan or purchase, 
a@ producer must qualify for a price sup- 
port payment under the 1966-69 Feed 
Grain Program Regulatiens (31 FR. 
8339), and any amendments thereto, on 
corn of the 1968 crop produced on the 
farm on which the corn tendered for 
loan or purchase was produced except 
that such qualification is not necessary 
with respect to corn produced in an area 
of the United States in which the feed 
grain program is not in effect. 
§ 1421.2378 Warehouse charges. 
Subject to the provisions of § 1421.2369, 
the schedules of deductions set forth in 
this section shall apply to corn stored in 
an approved warehouse operating under 
the Uniform Grain Storage Agreement or 
operated by an Eastern common carrier. 
(a) Warehouses approved under the 
Uniform Grain Storage Agreement. 
ScHEDULE OF DEDUCTIONS FOR STORAGE 
CHARGES FOR MATURITY DATE OF JULY 31, 1969 
Deduction 


(cents per 
bushel) 


premiums, and 


Storage start date: } 
Prior to Aug. 16, 1968 
Aug. 16-Sept. 12, 1968 
Sept. 13—-Oct. 10, 1968. 
Oct. 11-Nov. 7, 1968 
Nov. 8—Dec. 5, 1968 
Dec. 6, 1968—Jan. 2, 1969 
Jan. 3—Jan. 30, 1969 
Jan. 31-Feb. 27, 1969 
Feb. 28—-Mar. 27, 1969 
Mar. 28—April 24, 1969 
April 25—May 22, 1969 
May 23-June 19, 1969_.......____ ite 
June 20—July 31, 1969 


2 All dates inclusive. 


ee ee 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(b) Warehouses operated by Eastern 
common carriers. (1) Eligible corn stored 
in the following approved Eastern com- 
mon carrier warehouses may be placed 
under loan or offered for sale-to CCC: 


(i) Canadian National Railway Co., Port- 
land Elevator, Warehouse Code 9-2101, Port- 
land, Maine. 

(ii) Pennsylvania Railroad Co., Canton 
Elevator, Warehouse Cede 9-2151, Baltimore, 
Md. 


(2) Schedule of deductions for storage 
changes: 


Deduction 
Maturity date of (Cents per 
July 31,1969 * bushel) 2 
Prior to Aug. 16, 1968 18 
Aug. 16-Sept. 4, 1968 17 
Sept. 5-Sept. 24, 1968 16 
Sept. 25-Oct. 14, 1968 15 
Oct. 15—Nov. 3, 1968 14 
Nov. 13 
Nov. so 12 
Dec. 14, 1968-Jan. 2, 1969 11 
Jan, 3-Jan. 22, 1969 10 
Jan. 23-Feb. 11, 
Feb. 
Mar. 
Mar. 
Apr. 
May 3—-May 22, 1969 
May 23-June 11, 1969 
June 12—July 1, 1969 
July 2—July 31, 1969 
1Storage commence date, all dates in- 
clusive. 
2If producer presents evidence that eleva- 
tion charges were prepaid, the storage de- 
duction shall be reduced by 3 cents per 
bushel on corn stored in the Portland Eleva- 
tor, and 244 cents per bushel on corn stored 
in the Canton Elevator. 


§ 1421.2379 Maturity of loans. 


Loans mature on demand but not later 
than July 31, 1969. 


§ 1421.2380 Delivery period. 


(a) Regular delivery period. The regu- 
lar delivery period shall begin August 1, 
1969. 

(b) Where producer may not be in 
a position to store corn safely. In areas 
where it is determined by the State com- 
mittee that some producers may not be 
in a position to store corn safely on the 
farm for the full storage period (for 
reasons set forth in § 1421.2376) the 
State committee may establish an earlier 
delivery period prior to maturity (in 
addition to the regular delivery period) 
during which any producer in such areas 
may voluntarily deliver corn which is 
under farm storage loan. Eligible corn 
not under loan may also be delivered to 
CCC for purchase in the early delivery 
period. Such earlier delivery period, if 
established, shall begin at least 30 days 
after the final date of availability of 
loans established by the State committee, 
but not before April 1, 1969. CCC will 
accept deliveries of corn during such 
early delivery period, provided the pro- 
ducer notifies the county office within the 
time specified by the county office that 
he wants to deliver the corn. 

(c) Where producers cannot store 
corn safely. If the State committee de- 
termines that producers in an area can- 
not store corn safely on the farm for 


24~—Apr. 12, 1969 


Kd O POD -~10 © 


the full storage period (for reasons set 
forth in § 1421.2376), all farm-storage 
loans in such area shall be called. Pro- 
ducers having eligible corn not under 
loan who elect to make deliveries from 
farm-storage for purchase by CCC shall 
also be required to deliver during the 
delivery period for loans; except that 
individual producers may keep corn in 
farm storage until the regular loan ma- 
turity date if (1) such corn is shelled, 
(2) the producer has satisfactory stor- 
age facilities, and (3) the State com- 
mittee approves. Any earlier delivery 
period established shall begin at least 
30 days after the final date of availa- 
bility of loans established by the State 
committee, and not before April 1, 1969. 


§ 1421.2381 Support rates, premiums 
and discounts. 


(a) Application. The support rate to 
be used to make a loan, and to settle a 
loan and a purchase, shall be the appli- 
cable basic county support rate estab- 
lished for the county in which the corn 
covered by the loan or purchase was pro- 
duced. A farm storage loan shall be made 
at the basic county support rate adjusted 
only by the weed control discount, if ap- 
plicable. A warehouse storage loan, a 
farm storage loan settlement and a pur- 
chase shall be made at the basic county 
support rate adjusted by the applicable 
premiums and discounts prescribed in 
paragraphs (c) and (d) of this section. 

(b) Basic county support rates. Basic 
county support rates for corn grading No. 
2 and containing from 15.1 through 15.5 
percent moisture are as follows: 


ALABAMA 
Rate per 
County bushel 


All counties 


All counties 


All counties 


All counties 


County bushel 
-14 
ye 
Arapahoe ---. -15 
Archuleta -.. 1.20 
.15 
-15 
.14 
-18 
.18 
-18 
15 
.17 
23 
. 25 
.16 
-21 
-15 Rio Blanco_. 
-16 Rio Grande... 
-17 Routt 
Garfield .... 1.23 
oo aus weae 
Huerfano .... 1.17 
Jefferson ..... 1.16 
RUE cmiace Been 
Kit Carson... 1.12 
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Kentoucky—Continued 
Rate per 


MinNesotTa—Continued Missovuri—Continued 


Mercer 
Metcalfe 


Montgomery - 
Morgan 
Muhlenburg - 


Nelson 
Nicholas 


All parishes 


All counties 


All counties. 


All counties 


Gratiot 
Hillsdale 


Isabella 
Jackson 


Livingston _-. 
Macomb 


Big Stone --_. 
Blue Earth --- 


-21 
. 22 
. 22 
- 16 
. 20 
-15 
-18 
a 
-15 
- 20 
. 16 
- 20 
. 22 
-18 
. 16 
-21 
. 16 
.15 
. 20 
.19 
.19 
.19 
. 20 
.21 
-17 
ae 
-19 
-16 


LOUISIANA 


Rate per 
bushel 
.15 
.16 

1.21 
. 16 
- 22 
. 22 
. 20 
.20 
.18 
. 20 
. 20 
.20 
. 18 
. 16 


County 
Oldham 
Owen 


Pendleton ---. 


Warren 
Wayne 
Whitley 


Wolfe 
Woodford ---- 


MICHIGAN 


. 09 
~ Ae 
. 08 
-10 
. 09 
. 08 
. 08 
. 09 
-10 
. 09 
. 09 
-10 
-10 
. 09 
. 08 
-10 
. 09 
. 09 
oil 
. 09 
. 09 
. 09 
-10 
-11 
-10 
- 09 
-10 
-10 


MINNESOTA 


Manistee ---- $1. 
Mason 


Missaukee --_- 


Montcalm 
Muskegon 
Newaygo 
Oakland 


St. Clair 

St. Joseph --_- 
Sanilac 
Shiawassee 
Tuscola 

Van Buren... 
Washtenaw --. 
Wayne 


All other 
counties __- 


Cottonwood _. $0. 
Crow Wing -- 


© 
oo 


£3 


Faribault 


oO 
eo 


Freeborn 
Goodhue 
Grant 
Hennepin 


Sessessess 


Rate per 
bushel 
.02 
Kandiyohi _.. 1.00 
. 98 
Koochiching - 1.01 
Lac qui Parle- -97 
Lake .G1 
Lake of the 


County 


.99 
Le Sueur --_-- .O1 
Lincoln -97 
Lyon . 98 
. 01 
Mahnomen --_ . 98 
Marshall . 98 
.97 
.01 
Mille Lacs _-- .01 
Morrison - ~~. .00 
.01 
. 98 
Nicollet . 00 
Nobles .98 
. 98 
. 02 
Otter Tail _-- .99 
Pennington --_ . 98 
Pine .02 
Pipestone ____ - 98 
. 98 


Rate per 
County bushel 
Pope 
Ramsey . 03 
Red Lake --_-- .98 
Redwood . 99 
Renville .00 
Rice . 02 


.99 
St. Louis .... 


Sherburne --- 


Traverse 
Wabasha 
Wadena 


Washington - 
Watonwan -_-_-. 


Medicine _-. 


MISSISSIPPI 


Boone 
Buchanan --.-.. 1. 
Butler 
Caldwell 
Calloway 
Camden 
Cape 
Girardeau --. 1. 


Dunklin 
Franklin 


Livingston 
McDonald 


Mississippi ---- 
Moniteau 
Monroe 
Montgomery -- 
Morgan 

New Madrid --. 


St. Charles -.. 1. 
St. Clair B 
St. Francois... 1. 
Ste. Genevieve_ 1. 


Rate per 


County bushel 


Vernon 
Warren 


Washington -. 1. 13 


All counties 


County 


NEBRASKA 


Blaine 
Boone : 
Box Butte -... 1. 


Cheyenne --... 1. 


SRRIRLSSRISSLELSRLSSRSKSLSRLSIB 


3. 
Hitchcock ---. 1. 


- 05 
. 05 
. 08 
. 04 
- 05 
. 06 
. 04 
04 
04 
. 04 
o7 
07 
. 02 
. 05 
04 


counties 


counties 


counties 


Jefferson 
Johnson 
Kearney 
Keith 


Kimball 
Knox 


Red Willow __- 1. 
Richardson __- 1. 


NORTH CAROLINA 


counties 


counties 


Belmont 


Butler 
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Champaign --. 
Clark 
Clermont -.... 
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Oxn1o—Continued ‘TENNESSEE WIsconsin—Continued , 

Rate per Rate per Rateper Rate per Rate per Rate per 
County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel County bushel 
EEE $1.08 Mercer ----.. $1.08 | Anderson _... $1.23 Lauderdale -. $1.17 | Marquette -. $1.10 St. Croix... 1. 08 
Defiance -.--.- 5 a = neneneare 1.09 | Bedford -.-.-.. 1. 20 Lawrence ... 1.19 | Menominee — 1.11 SE « asclimecaten 1.10 
Delaware -... 1.10 Monroe --.-... 3.20) BORGO cccccu 1.19 a 1.19 | Milwaukee -. 1.11 Sawyer -----. 1. 08 
BD scsi 1.12 Montgomery - 1.09] Bledsoe -.--- 1.21 Lincoln -----. 1.19 | Monroe ----- 1.09 Shawano -.. 1.11 
Fairfield ....-. S30 Ge wetone 3.10 | Mousse ...... 1.24 Loudon --.---- 2.98 TOURED cncce 1.11 Sheboygan -.. 1.11 
Fayette .....- 1.11 Morrow ..... 1.11 | Bradley ----- 1.22 McMinn ----- 1.22 | Oneida ----- 1.33 Tepe £5... 1.09 
Franklin -... 1.10 Muskingum —- 1.14] Campbell-_.-. 1.23 McNairy ----- 1.19 | Outagamie -. 1.10 Trempealeau — 1.08 
BEL initeniaidh 1.10 a 1.17 | Camnon ____- 1.21 Macon -.-.... 1.20 | Ozaukee -... 1.11 Vernon --.-... 1.07 
A -E 1.14 Ottawa ...... 1.11 | Carroll ...... 1.18 eee 4, 1.1 PO ceccce Ge” ‘Wee eussdan 1.11 
Geauga -..... 1.18 Pauiding .... 1.06] Carter .....- 1. 24 Marion __._-- 3:90 | WHO  nccenca 1.08 Walworth -.. 1.10 
EEE mee: EE ae ancien 1.15 | Cheatham _.. 1.19 Messhali .... 1.92 | POR ........ 1.07 Washburn .. 1.07 
Guernsey --.. 1.16 Pickaway -... 1.11] Chester ___-- 1.18 SONG. cncanc 1. 109 | Portage ..... 1.10 Washington . 1.10 
Hamilton -.. 1.11 SD sladhitnieinditians 1.12 | Claiborne _.. 1.23 WE aicitinccen Rok, = 1.09 Waukesha .. 1.10 
Hancock -.... 1.10 Portage -..... fs 10 1. 21 Monroe ____. 1.23 | Racine --..-. 1.11 Waupaca -... 1.11 
a 1.10 PEE wccnae 3.40 | Gee onnccca 1. 24 Montgomery . 1.19 | Richland -.. 1.09 Waushara .. 1.10 
Harrison -... 1.18 Putnamj-_---- 1.08 | Coffee .....- 1. 20 Moore --.--- 3.20 | ee ecw nnne 1.10 Winnebago  . 1.11 
ae 1.09 Richland -... 1.11] Crockett __.. 1.18 Morgan ----- 2 OE GEE wecaaacns Ae WO aanaad 1.09 
Highland --.. 1.11 Ross -------- 1.12 | Cumberland . 1.22 Obion ------ 1.17 Wrosmnes 
Hocking ----- 1.14 Sandusky ---. 1.11] Davidson --.. 1.20 Overton ----- 1.21 
Fe Se ee anmaaua 1.13 | Decatur ____- 1.19 a ee ee $1.14 







OE ccciaracneias 1 2D . TS. nconce 1.10/ De Kalb__--. 1.21 Pickett -.... 1.21 


































Jackson .._.- 1.13 Shelby —-._-- 1.09 | Dickson ____. ee eae 1. 22 (c) Premiums. 
Jefferson -.-. 1.19 Stark ------- Sie! 1.17 Putnam ---.- 1.21 | (1) Moisture. 
NOU aictanintinasena 1.12 Summit -..-.. 1.16 | Fayette __... 1.18 a 1. 22 Cents 
Lake -....... 1.18 Trumbull --- 1.20/ Fentress ___-_ 1.22 Rhoane -_.-- 1. 23 per 
Lawrence -... 1.14 Tuscarawas -- 1.16 / Franklin __.. 1.19 Robertson --. 1.19 bushel 
Licking -.---. 1.12 Union ---.---- 1.10 | Gibson __--_- 1.17 Rutherford -. 1.20 Percent: 
Logan -...... 1.10 Van Wert---- 1.08 | Giles ____._.. EW GG .ccccne 1.22 a ee oe +1% 
Lorain -...-- 1.13 Vinton ------ 1.14] Grainger _... 1.24 Sequatchie_.. 1.21 SS. CUD SS eee +1 
Lucas -...--. 1.11 Warren ------ 1.11 | Greene ___--- 5.98 De anttn 1.24 14.6 through 19.0............... +% 
Madison ----. 1.10 Washington - 1.18] Grundy --_-- 95 | ccccue 1.17 oe SS ae 0 
Mahoning --. 1.20 Wayne ------ 1.15 | Hamblen -.-. 1.24 Smith —----. 1.20 | (2) Broken corn and foreign material. 
Marion ---.--- 1.10 Williams ---- 1.09 | Hamilton _.. 1.21 Stewart -.__. 1.19 2.0 percent or less.............._.. +2 
Medina ------ 1.15 Wood ------- 1.12 | Hancock -.-. 1.24 Sullivan --.. 1.24 - 
Meigs ------- 1.15 Wyandot ---- 1.10] Hardeman -_-. 1.18 Summer ----- 1. 20 (d) Discounts. 
ME ciedeow 1.19 (a — 1. 7 1) Class. 
hii tat teen ae ists $1.17 | Hawkins -__-- 6 Sees tet tone -2 
Haywood -... 1.18 Unicoi ------ 1.24 | (2) Test weight per bushel. 
OREGON Henderson -. 1.18 Union -..--... 1.23 Pounds: 
Tl COURT. cnccnndctuendiasccsonuie $1. 23 a saciiaantied 1.18 Van Buren -- <= 53.0 through 53.9...........___. al 
ickman .... 1.19 Warren ..... ° $2.0 through 623.9................ — 
PENNSYLVANIA 1.26 Houston -... 1.19 Washington . 1.24 51.0 qucumh ei a afl 
All counties..-..-------------------- $1. Humphreys -.. 1.19 Wayne ...... 1.19 80.0 through 60.9................ | 
RuHopeE ISLAND Jackson -..-. 1.21 Weakley ---. 1.17 pal —5 
im hh $1.31 | Jefferson -.. 1.24 White ----... 1.21 | (3) Total damage. 
Johnson _... 1.24 Williamson .. 1.20 Percent: 
SouTH CAROLINA ee 3.20 Wiles ...... 1.20 Oa CE Oo iittitiecncicen —% 
Dh COMI ac cnccccdncicetmasas ft ae eee 1.17 Ct CE Wi enccatcckicnin | 
(4) Heat damage. 
Sours Daxora All counties a $1.19 0.21 through 0.50 percent__....---- -% 
NE, isemeseces $0.98 Jackson --.-- Cae a fs es eee ee eee , (5) Broken corn and foreign material. 
POG aconne 97 Jerauld ...... .97 UTaH 3.1 through 4.0 percent..........- —1 
Bennett  ..--. 3.06 OMB. ccccaca 9.0.1 Ee CUicisindccseinninnmmal $1.26 | (6) Weed control laws. 
Bon Homme-. $9 Kingsbury --. 97 VERMONT (Where required by § 1421.74).... —10 
Brookings — 97 BOD. wancaaes 98 All counties 


(7) Other. Amounts determined by CCC to 


Brown -.-..-. nm eee te. oS. ees 01.31 represent market discounts for quality 













a 98 Lincoln —___- 1. 00 VIRGINIA factors not specified above which affect the 
Buffalo .....- . ll 1.00 | All counties... c..ccensecnstnncccoene $1. 25 value of the corn such as (but not limited 
aa 1.04 McCook --... 99 Wasuincron to) moisture, weevily, musty, sour, and 
Campbell ._... 1.00 McPherson _. 99 All counties i i $1.21 rodent excreta. Such discounts will be 
Charles Mix_. 98 Marshall -__- 97 : ne ee ee . established not later than the time deliv- 
I xibiendiiala 97 Meade ...-... 1. 03 EST VIRGINIA f ccc = 
OY sabi ici 1.01 Mellette ...__ 5: Gt dee CRI. cc costicceecsintanan $1. 24 pay linpetlone Nags GS WES thew 
Codington 97 Miner 98 after be adjusted from time to time as 
Corson ...... 1.02. Minnehaha -. 99 betyrttnmeand CCC determines appropriate to reflect 
Custer ...... L.@e EE secauc 98 | Adams --.-.--.. $1.09 Fond du Lac. $1.10 changes in market conditions. Producers 
— alba 98 Pennington .. 1.04] Ashland -... 1.09 Forest --.... 1.11 may obtain schedules of such factors and 
a t Petia ..... 1.03 | Barron ---.. 1.07 Grant ...... 1. 08 discounts at ASCS county offices approxi- 

97 Potter ....... 1.01 | Bayfield ----. ae 1. 09 mately one month oa t oa: loan 
Dewey _...__. 1.02 Roberts ____. 97| Brown -_--. 1.11 Green Lake. 1.10 y P 
Douglas __... 98 Sanborn -_... .98| Buffalo -_--. 1.08 Iowa --... -- 1.10} maturity date. 
Edmunds -.-. 99 Shannon -.... 1.06] Burnett -.... 1.07 Iron -.-.-..-..... 1.10 P 
Pall River... 1.08 Spink __.--_- 97| Calumet .--. 1.11 Jackson ---. 1,09| ffective date: Upon publication in 
aes 99 Stanley -.-_- 1.02 | Chippewa -.. 1.09 Jefferson - 1.10] the FEDERAL REGISTER. 
SID siesta 97 == 1.G 5 Git —anecen 1.09 Juneau ..... 1.09 
Gregory ___.. 90 Todd ........ 1.02 | Columbia -.. 1.10 Kenosha -... 1.11 Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 

Haakon  ..... 3.4 -Se wcccnus 1.00 | Crawford -.. 1.07 Kewaunee ... 1.12] tember 20, 1968. 

Hamlin ...... | S00 tee ‘candens 1.10 La Crosse... 1.08 H. D. Goprrey 

) ae SS URGE .ccsicce 4.08 | BEGR .sncce 1.10 Lafayette ... 1.09 es ~ 

) Hanson __... 98 Walworth ... 1.01| Door -./.-.. 1.12 Langlade 1.11 Executive Vice President, 

Harding ..... 1.04 Washabaugh. 1.03 Douglas -... 1.07 Lincolm -.... 1.10 Commodity Credit Corporation. 

) Hughes -_.... 1.00 Yankton -... 1.00] Dunn ---... 1.09 Manitowoc .— 1.12 

: Hutchinson... 99 Zieback -.... 1.03 | Eau Claire....1.08 Marathon -.. 1.10] [F-R. Doc. 68-11693; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 

) eae 99 x 1 8:48 a.m.] 
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Title 17—COMMODITY AND 
SECURITIES EXCHANGES 


Chapter I—Commodity Exchange Au- 
thority (Including Commodity Ex- 
change Commission), Department 
of Agriculture 


PART 1—GENERAL REGULATIONS 
UNDER THE COMMODITY EX- 
CHANGE ACT 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


On May 16, 1968, notice was published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 7240) 
of proposed amendments to the general 
regulations promulgated under the Com- 
modity Exchange Act, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 1 et seq.; Public Law 90-258; 17 
CFR Part 1). These matters were the 
subject of a public oral hearing held in 
Washington, D.C., on June 4, 1968, and 
interested parties were afforded an op- 
portunity to submit written data, views, 
or arguments in addition to or in lieu of 
testimony at such hearing. 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the 
Secretary of Agriculture under the Com- 
modity Exchange Act, as amended, and 
after careful consideration of all the oral 
and written views, comments and argu- 
ments presented by interested persons, 
and of all other relevant facts and in- 
formation available, the general regula- 
tions promulgated under such act are 
hereby amended as follows: 

1. Section 1.5 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.5 Disclosure of information. 


No officer or employee of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture shall publish, di- 
vulge, or make known in any manner, 
any facts or information regarding the 
business of any person which may come 
to the knowledge of such officer or em- 
ployee through any inspection or exami- 
nation of the reports or records of, or 
through any information given by, any 
person pursuant to the act or rules and 
regulations in this chapter, except as 
permitted by section 8 of the Commodity 
Exchange Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. 12), 
the regulations of the Secretary of Agri- 
culture in 7 CFR Part 1, and the 
regulations in Part 140 of this chapter. 


2. Section 1.7 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.7 Registration required of futures 


commission merchants. 


No person shall engage as futures com- 
mission merchant in the solicitation or 
acceptance of orders for the purchase or 
sale of any commodity for future deliv- 
ery, or involving any contracts of sale 
of any commodity for future delivery,:on 
or subject to the rules of any contract 
market, unless such person shall have 
been registered as futures commission 
merchant under the Commodity Ex- 
change Act by the Secretary of Agricul- 
ture and such registration shall not have 
expired, been suspended, or been revoked. 
Such registration shall be required of 
every person engaged as described in this 
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subpart irrespective of whether account- 
ing records relating to such orders and 
trades and contracts réSulting there- 
from are maintained by other futures 
commission merchants to whom such 
orders are transmitted for execution or 
clearance. Any person who states on his 
application for registration that he in- 
tends to operate or is operating under the 
provisions of § 1.3la shall, if registered, 
be authorized to operate only in accord 
with the provisions of that regulation. 


3. Section 1.8 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§1.8 Registration required of floor 
brokers. 


No person shall act as floor broker in 
executing any orders for the purchase or 
sale of any commodity for future deliv- 
ery, or involving any contracts of sale of 
any commodity for future delivery, on or 
subject to the rules of any contract mar- 
ket unless such person shall have been 
registered as floor broker under the Com- 
modity Exchange Act by the Secretary of 
Agriculture and such registration shall 
not have expired, been suspended, or 
been revoked. 


4. Section 1.11 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.11 Registration fees; form of remit- 
tance. 


Each application for registration, or 
renewal thereof, as futures commission 
merchant shall be accompanied by a fee 
of $30, plus a fee of $5 for each domestic 
branch office and for each office main- 
tained by a correspondent or agent in the 
United States authorized to solicit or 
accept orders for the purchase or sale of 
any commodity for future delivery on be- 
half of the applicant, unless such corre- 
spondent or agent is registered as futures 
commission merchant. Each application 
for registration, or renewal thereof, as 
floor broker shall be accompanied by a 
fee of $15. Fees shall be remitted by 
money order, bank draft, or check, pay- 
able to the Commodity Exchange Au- 
thority, USDA. Applications and fees 
shall be forwarded to the Commodity 
Exchange Authority, U.S. Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, or 
its nearest Regional Office. 


§ 1.12 [Revoked] 


5. Section 1.12 is revoked. 
6. Section 1.13 is revised to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 1.13 Deposit of registration fee; fee 
not subject to refund after registra- 
tion. 

Upon receipt of an application for reg- 
istration (or renewal thereof) the Com- 
modity Exchange Authority will, if the 
application be approved, notify the regis- 
trant that he has been registered under 
the act as futures commission merchant 
or as floor broker. If registration is re- 
fused, the fee shall be returned to the 
applicant, but if the applicant -is regis- 
rm the fee will not be subject to re- 

und. 


7. Section 1.14 is revised to read as fol- 
lows: 


§ 1.14 Deficiencies, inaccuracies, and 
changes, to be reported by futures 
commission merchants and floor 
brokers. 


(a) Each registrant shall file promptly 
with the Commodity Exchange Authority 
a statement on Form 3-R to correct any 
deficiency or inaccuracy in the regis- 
trant’s application for registration, or 
any supplemental statement thereto, and 
report any change which renders no 
longer accurate and current the infor- 
mation contained in any of the following 
items of such application or supplemental 
statement: 

(1) With respect to a futures commis- 
sion merchant. The following items of 
Form 1-R “Application for Registration 
as Futures Commission Merchant”: 


Item 2.—Address of principal office. 

Item 3.—Books and records and whether 
or not the operation is conducted under 
§ 1.31a. 

Item 4.—Form of organization (see below, 
and § 1.15). 

Item 5.—Partners (see below, and § 1.15). 

Item 6.—Management, and ownership or 
control, of registrants which are corpora- 
tions. 

Item 9.—Addresses of branch offices and 
names of managers thereof. 

Item 10.—Correspondents and agents au- 
thorized to solicit or accept commodity fu- 
tures orders on behalf of the registrant, 
whether or not they maintain offices. 

Item 13.—Action by any commodity or 
securities exchange or related clearing or- 
ganization, a national securities association, 
the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commis- 
sion, the securities commission or equivalent 
authority of any State for the regulation 
of brokers and dealers in securities, involv- 
ing the registrant or any general partner 
of the registrant if it is a partnership, or 
any officer or holder of more than 10 per 
centum of the stock of the registrant if it 
is a corporation, or any person who partici- 
pates in managing the business of the regis- 
trant or of any office of the registrant; con- 
viction of the registrant or any such person 
of any felony in any Federal or State court; 
conviction of the registrant or any such 
person of any offense involving the handling 
of any commodity or securities account for 
any customer, in any Federal or State court; 
or debarment of the registrant or any such 
person by any agency of the United States 
from contracting with the United States. 


Any change in the personnel of a part- 
nership resulting from the death, with- 
drawal, or addition of a partner which, 
as a matter of law, does not create a new 
partnership, may be reported on Form 
3-R, as provided in § 1.15. New domestic 
branch offices and new correspondents 
and agents who maintain offices in the 
United States and are authorized to 
solicit or accept commodity futures or- 
ders on behalf of the registrant, shall be 
reported promptly and fees shall be re- 
mitted as provided in § 1.11. 

(2) With respect to a floor broker. 
The following items of Form 2-R “Ap- 
plication for Registration as Floor 
Broker”: 


Item 2.—Business address. 

Item 5.—Names and addresses of clearing 
members through whom registrant clears 
commodity futures transactions for ac- 
counts which he controls or in which he has 
a financial interest. 

Item 6.—Action involving the registrant 
by any commodity or securities exchange or 
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related clearing organization, a national 
securities association, The U.S. Securities 
and Exchange Commission, the securities 


commission or equivalent authority of any - 


State for the regulation of brokers and 
dealers in securities; conviction of any 
felony in any Federal or State court; con- 
viction of any offense involving the han- 
dling of any commodity or securities account 
for any customer, in any Federal or State 
court; or debarment by any agency of the 
United States from contracting with the 
United States. 


(b) All statements on Form 3-R shall 
be prepared and filed in accord with the 
instructions appearing thereon. 


8. The title of the center heading 
“Customers’ Funds” preceding §§-—1.20- 
1.30 is revised to read as follows: 
“Customers’ Money, Securities, and 
Property.” 

9. Section 1.20 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.20 Customers’ money, securities, and 
property to be segregated and sep- 
arately accounted for. 


(a) All money, securities, and property 
received by a futures commission mer- 
chant to margin, guarantee, or secure the 
trades or contracts of commodity cus- 
tomers and all money accruing to such 
customers as the result of such trades or 
contracts shall be separately accounted 
for and be segregated as belonging to 
such customers. Such money, securities, 
and property, when deposited with any 
bank, trust company, clearing organiza- 
tion of a contract market, or another 
futures commission merchant, shall be 
deposited under an account name which 
will clearly show that they are customers’ 
money, securities, and property, segre- 
gated as required by the Commodity Ex- 
change Act. Each registrant shall obtain 
and retain in his files for the period pro- 
vided in §1.31, an acknowledgement 
from such bank, trust company, clearing 
organization of a contract market, or 
futures commission merchant, that it 
was informed that the money, securities, 
and property deposited therein are those 
of commodity customers and are being 
held in accord with the provisions of the 
Commodity Exchange Act. Under no cir- 
cumstances shall any portion of com- 
modity customers’ money, securities, or 
property be obligated to the clearing 
organization of a contract market, or to 
any member of a contract market, a 
futures commission merchant, or any 
depository except to margin, guarantee, 
secure, transfer, adjust, or settle trades 
and contracts made on behalf of such 
commodity customers. Nor shall any such 
money, securities, or property be held, 
disposed of, or used as belonging to the 
depositing futures commission merchant 
or any person other than the customers 
of such futures commission merchant. 

(b) All money, securities, and prop- 
erty received by a clearing organization 
of a contract market from a member of 
the clearing organization to margin, 
guarantee, or secure the trades or con- 
tracts of his customers and all money 
accruing to such customers as the result 
of trades and contracts so carried shall 
be separately accounted for and segre- 
gated as belonging to such customers, 
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and such clearing organization shall not 
hold, use or dispose of such money, se- 
curities, and property except as belong- 
ing to such customers. Such money, se- 
curities, and property when deposited in 
a bank or trust company shall be de- 
posited under an account name which 
will clearly show that they are the money, 
securities, and property of the customers 
of members, segregated as required by the 
Commodity Exchange Act. The clearing 
organization shall obtain and retain in 


‘its files for the period provided by § 1.31, 


an acknowledgment from such bank or 
trust company that it was informed that 
the money, securities, and property de- 
posited therein are those of customers of 
its members and are being held in ac- 
cord with the provisions of the Com- 
modity Exchange Act. 


10. Section 1.25 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.25 Investment of customers’ funds. 


No futures commission merchant and 
no clearing organization of a contract 
market shall invest funds belonging to 
commodity customers except in obliga- 
tions of the United States, in general ob- 
ligations of any State or of any political 
subdivision thereof, or in obligations fully 
guaranteed as to principal and interest 
by the United States. Such investments 
shall be made through an account or ac- 
counts used for the deposit of customers’ 
funds and proceeds from any sale of such 
obligations shall be redeposited in such 
account or accounts. 


11. Section 1.26 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.26 Deposit of obligations purchased 
with customers’ funds. 


(a) Each futures commission mer- 
chant who invests money belonging or 
accruing. to commodity customers in ob- 
ligations described in § 1.25, shall separ- 
ately account for such obligations and 
segregate such obligations as belonging 
to such customers. Such obligations when 
deposited with a bank, trust company, 
clearing organization of a contract mar- 
ket, or another futures commission mer- 
chant, shall be deposited under an ac- 
count name which will clearly show that 
they belong to commodity customers and 
are segregated as required by the Com- 
modity Exchange Act. Each futures com- 
mission merchant upon opening such an 
account, shall obtain and retain in his 
files an acknowledgment from such bank, 
trust company, clearing organization of 
a contract market, or other futures com- 
mission merchant that it was informed 
that the obligations belong to commodity 
customers and are being held in accord 
with the provisions of the Commodity 
Exchange Act. Such acknowledgment 
shall be retained for the period of time 
specified in § 1.31. Such bank, trust com- 
pany, clearing organization of a con- 
tract market, or other futures commis- 


.sion merchant shall allow inspection of 


such obligations at any reasonable time 
by representatives of the Commodity Ex- 
change Authority. 

(b) Each clearing organization of a 
contract market which invests money be- 
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longing or accruing to customers of its 
members in obligations described in 
§ 1.25, shall separately account for such 
obligations and segregate such obliga- 
tions as belonging to such customers. 
Such obligations when deposited with a 
bank or trust company, shall be de- 
posited under an account name which 
will clearly show that they belong to 
commodity customers and are segre- 
gated as required by the Commodity 
Exchange Act. Each clearing or- 
ganization upon opening such an ac- 
count shall obtain and retain in its files 
an acknowledgment from such bank or 
trust company that it was informed that 
the obligations belong to commodity 
customers of members of the clearing 
organization and are being held in ac- 
cord with the provisions of the Commod- 
ity Exchange Act. Such acknowledgment 
shall be retained for the period of time 
specified in § 1.31. Such bank or trust 
company shall allow inspection of such 
obligations at any reasonable time by 
representatives of the Commodity Ex- 
change Authority. 

12. Section 1.27 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.27 Record of investments. 


(a) Each futures commission mer- 
chant who invests money belonging or 
accruing to customers, and each clearing 
organization of a contract market which 
invests money belonging or accruing to 
customers of its members, shall keep a 
record showing the following: 

(1) The date on which such invest- 
ments were made, 

(2) The name of the person through 
whom such investments were made, 

(3) The amount of money so invested, 

(4) A description of the obligations in 
which such investments were made, 

(5) The identity of the depositories or 
other places where such obligations are 
segregated, 

(6) “The date on which such invest- 
ments were liquidated or otherwise dis- 
posed of and the amount of money 
received on such disposition, if any, and 

(7) The name of the person to or 
through whom such investments were 
disposed of. 

(b) Each clearing organization of a 
contract market which receives docu- 
ments from its members representing 
investment of customers’ funds shall 
keep a record showing separately for 
each member the following: 

(1) The date on which such documents 
were received from the member, 

(2) A description of such documents, 
and 

(3) The date on which such documents 
were returned to the member or the de- 
tails of disposition by other means. 

(c) Such records shall be retained in 
accord with § 1.31. No such investments 
shall be made except in obligations 
described in § 1.25. 


13. Section 1.28 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.28 Appraisal of obligations pur- 
chased with customers’ funds. 


Futures commission merchants who 
invest customers’ money in obligations 
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described in § 1.25, shall include such 
obligations in segregated account at 
values which at no time shall be greater 
than current market value, determined 
~ as of the close of the market on the last 
preceding market day. 


14. Section 1.29 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.29 Increment or interest resulting 
from investment of customers’ funds, 


The investment.of customers’ funds in 
obligations described in § 1.25, shall not 
operate to prevent the futures commis- 
sion merchant or clearing organization 
so investing such funds from receiving 
and retaining as its own any increment 
or interest resulting therefrom. 


15. Section 1.36 is revised to read as 
follows: 


§ 1.36 Record of securities and property 
received from customers. 


(a) Each futures commission mer- 
chant shall maintain, as provided in 
§ 1.31, a record of all securities and prop- 
erty received from customers in lieu of 
money to margin, guarantee, or secure 
the commodity trades and contracts of 
such customers. Such record shall show 
separately for each customer, a descrip- 
tion of the securities or property received, 
the name and address of such customer, 
the dates when the securities or prop- 
erty were received, the identity of the de- 
positories or other places where such 
securities or property are segregated, the 
dates of deposits and withdrawals from 
such depositories, and the dates of re- 
turn of such securities or property to 
such customer, or other disposition 
thereof, together with the facts and cir- 
cumstances of such other disposition. In 
the event any futures commission mer- 
chant deposits with the clearing organi- 
zation of a contract market, directly or 
with a bank or trust company acting as 
custodian for such clearing organization, 
securities and/or property which belong 
to a particular customer, such futures 
commission merchant shall obtain writ- 
ten acknowledgment from such clearing 
organization that it was informed that 
such securities or property belong to a 
particular customer. Such acknowledg- 
ment shall be retained as provided in 
§ 1.31. 

(b) Each clearing organization of a 
contract market which receives from 
members securities or property belong- 
ing to particular customers of such mem- 
bers, in lieu of money to margin, guaran- 
tee, or secure the commodity trades and 
contracts of such customers, or receives 
notice that any such securities or prop- 
erty have been received by a bank or trust 
company acting as custodian for such 
clearing organization, shall maintain, as 
provided in § 1.31, a record which will 
show separately for each member, the 
dates when such securities or property 
were received, the identity of the deposi- 
tories or other places where such securi- 
ties or property are segregated, the dates 
such securities or property were returned 
to the member, or otherwise disposed of, 
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together with the facts and circum- 
stances of such other disposition includ- 
ing the authorization therefor. 


The foregoing revisions reflect certain 
changes in the proposals set forth in 
the notice of rule making published on 
May 16, 1968. Nonsubstantive changes 
were made in the revisions of §§ 1.5, 1.14, 
1.20, 1.25, 1.26, 1.27, 1.28, 1.29, and 1.36, 
for the purpose of clarifying the provi- 
sions thereof. Certain changes were made 
in the revision of § 1.26 for the purpose 
of making its provisions consistent with 
the other provisions of the regulations 
pertaining to the safeguarding of cus- 
tomers’ money, securities, and property. 
Such changes do not impose any new 
requirements in addition to those set 
forth in the notice of rule making men- 
tioned above. A provision was added 
to the revision of § 1.27 requiring that 
the records of investments of customers’ 
money include the identity of the de- 
Ppositories or other places where the ob- 
ligations representing such investments 
are segregated. Certain changes were 
made in the revision of § 1.5 for the pur- 
pose of making its provisions conform 
to other regulations, heretofore issued, 
pertaining to the disclosure of informa- 
tion. It does not appear that further 
notice and other public procedure with 
respect to these matters would make 
additional information available to the 
Department of Agriculture. Accordingly, 
it is found upon good cause that further 
notice and other public procedure is im- 
practicable and unnecessary. 

Note: The reporting and recordkeeping 
requirements herein have been approved by 
the Bureau of the Budget in accord with 


the Federal Reports Act of 1942 (44 U.S.C. 
ch. 12). 


These amendments shall become effec- 
tive thirty (30) days after publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Issued: September 23, 1968. 
ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11695; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 18—CONSERVATION OF 
POWER AND WATER RESOURCES 


Chapter V—Federal Water Pollution 
Control Administration, Department 
of the Interior 


PART 620—WATER QUALITY 
STANDARDS 


Adoption, Identification, and Avail- 
ability of State Standards 


Pursuant to the authority of section 
10(c) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, as amended, 33 U.S.C. 466g 
(c) , the Secretary of the Interior hereby 
determines that the water quality stand- 
ards adopted by the States listed, and 
contained in the documents identified in 
§ 620.10, except as otherwise indicated, 


are consistent with paragraph (3) of sec- 
tion 10(c) of the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act, as amended, and are such 
standards as protect the public health 
or welfare, enhance the quality of water 
and serve the purposes of the Federal 
Act; such standards shall hereafter be 
the standards applicable to the interstate 
waters for which adopt :d. 

The documents containing such stand- 
ards are incorporated herein and made 
a part hereof. 

Section 620.10 is amended by adding 
the following: 


DELAWARE RIVER BASIN COMMISSION 


Water quality standards established by 
the Delaware River Basin Commission on 
June 23, 1967, for interstate waters subject 
to its jurisdiction, and which are contained 
in the document entitled “Water Quality 
Standards (as authorized by Resolution No. 
67-9), June 23, 1967,” together with ap- 
pendixes and supporting documents, as 
amended; except for dissolved oxygen and 
temperature criteria for interstate waters 
classified for trout maintenance; and ex- 
cept for the Delaware River from the point 
designated R.M. 95.0 to the Philadelphia- 
Delaware County line. 


ILLINOIS 


Water quality standards established by 
Illinois for interstate waters subject to its 
jurisdiction and which are contained in the 
following documents: 

1. “Rules and Regulations SWB-—7, Water 
Quality Criteria, Interstate Waters Lake 
Michigan and Little Calumet River, Grand 
Calumet River and Wolf Lake,” together with 
appendixes and supporting documents, dated 
September 6, 1966, and September 28, 1967, 
as amended; 

2. “Rules and Regulations SWB-11, Water 
Quality Criteria, Interstate Waters Rock 
River, Fox River, Des Plaines River, Kankakee 
River and Certain Named Interstate Tribu- 
taries, Criteria—December 1, 1966, Implemen- 
tation—August 25, 1967,” together with 
appendixes and supporting documents, dated 
December 1, 1966, and August 25, 1967, as 
amended; except for dissolved oxygen and 
temperature criteria for interstate waters” 
elassified for fish and aquatic life; 

3. “Rules and Regulations SWB-15, Water 
Quality Criteria, Chicago River and Calumet 
River Systems, June 28, 1967,” together with 
appendixes and supporting documents, dated 
June 28, 1967, as amended; except for dis- 
solved oxygen and temperature criteria for 
interstate waters classified for fish and 
aquatic life; 

4. “Rules and Regulations SWB-8, Water 
Quality Criteria, Interstate Waters Illinois 
River and Lower Section of Des Plaines River, 
Criteria—December 1, 1966, Implementa- 
tion—August 11, 1967,” together with ap- 
pendixes and supporting documents, dated 
December 1, 1966, and August 11, 1967, as 
amended; except for dissolved oxygen and 
temperature criteria for interstate waters 
classified for fish and aquatic life. 


New HAMPSHIRE 


Water quality standards established by 
New Hampshire on May 24, 1967, for inter- 
state waters subject to its jurisdiction, and 
which are contained in the document en- 
titled “Report on Water Quality Standards,” 
together with appendixes and supporting 
documents, as amended; except for treatment 
time schedules for cities of Manchester, Con- 
cord, Rye, Durham, Plymouth, Dover, Ports- 
mouth, and except for temperature criteria 
for all interstate waters classified as “B” 
and ~——. 
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RHODE ISLAND 


Water quality standards established by 
Rhode Island on June 27, 1967, for interstate 
waters subject to its jurisdiction, and which 
are contained in the document etitled “State 
of Rhode Island and providence Plantations, 
Water Quality Standards for Interstate 
Waters, June, 1967,” together with appen- 
dixes and supporting documents, as amended; 
except for dissolved oxygen criteria for inter- 
state waters classified as Class “C” and Class 
“SC”, and except for the interstate waters 
within the jurisdiction of the Conference on 
the Pollution of the Blackstone and Ten 
Mile Rivers held pursuant to section 10(d) of 
the Federal Water Pollution Control Act, as 
amended, 


(Sec. 1, 70 Stat. 506, as amended; 33 U.S.C. 
466i) 


Dated: September 20, 1968. 


Davin S. BLAcK, 
Under Secretary of the Interior. 


Norte: Incorporation by reference pro- 
visions in these regulations approved by 
the Director of the Federal Register on 
September 25, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11661; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Title 23—HIGHWAYS AND 
VEHICLES 


Chapter ll—Vehicle and Highway 
Safety 


SUBCHAPTER B—PROCEDURAL RULES 


PART 217—-APPLICATION FOR TEM- 
PORARY EXEMPTIONS FROM MO- 
TOR VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS 
FOR LIMITED PRODUCTION MOTOR 
VEHICLES 


This amendment adds a new Part 
217—“‘Application for Temporary Ex- 
emption from Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standards for Limited Production Motor 
Vehicles” to the regulations of the Fed- 
eral Highway Administration. 

On May 30, 1968, a notice was pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER (33 F.R. 
7889) establishing interim procedures 
for granting temporary exemptions from 
Federal motor vehicle safety standards 
to limited production motor vehicles 
pending adoption of permanent proce- 
dures. The purpose of this part is to es- 
tablish permanent procedures for obtain- 
ing such exemptions. 

Public Law 90-283 amended Title I of 
the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act of 1966 (the Act) by adding a 
new section 123 which permits the Secre- 
tary of Transportation (the Secretary), 
based upon certain specified findings, to 
exempt temporarily a limited produc- 
tion motor vehicle from any Federal 
motor vehicle safety standard. A limited 
production motor vehicle is defined as a 
motor vehicle produced by a manufac- 
turer whose total motor vehicle produc- 
tion, as determined by the Secretary, 
does not exceed 500 annually (The Sec- 
retary has delegated this authority to the 
Federal Highway Administrator (49 
CFR 1.4(c))). Indetermining the total 
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motor vehicle production of a manufac- 
turer, the Administrator will consider 
the production of an affiliate of the peti- 
tioner. In addition, in the case of a re- 
quest for an exemption from an importer, 
the Administrator will consider the total 
production of the foreign manufacturer 
rather than the total number of vehicles 
imported. 

The information required to be filed 
with each petition for exemption is set 
forth in § 217.5. No formal proceeding is 
held directly on any petition for a tem- 
porary exemption prior to final disposi- 
tion of the petition. In each case, a writ- 
ten grant or denial of the petition is 
forwarded to the petitioner. An impor- 
tant consideration in determining 
whether the grant of an exemption is 
consistent with the public interest and 
the objectives of the Act is the effect the 
exemption will have upon motor vehicle 
safety. A petitioner may request in writ- 
ing to appear informally before an official 
of the National Highway Safety Bureau 
to discuss a petition for a temporary ex- 
emption or the denial of a petition. 

The amendment to the Act provides 
that if a temporary exemption is granted, 
the “Secretary shall require, in such 
manner as he deems appropriate, the 
notification of the dealer and of the first 
purchaser of a limited production motor 
vehicle (not including the dealer of such 
manufacturer) that such vehicle has been 
exempted from certain motor vehicle 
safety standards, and the standard from 
which it is exempted.” To implement 
this statutory requirement § 217.13 pro- 
vides that the manufacturer shall per- 
manently affix to each exempt limited 
production motor vehicle a label or tag 
which: {1) Is in the English language, 
(2) is not less than 12 point type, (3) 
is affixed at one of several locations in- 
dicated, and (4) contains at least the 
information specified in § 217.13. In ad- 
dition, the manufacturer must securely 
affix to the windshield or side window of 
each of these motor vehicles a label in the 
English language containing the same 
information. This label may not be re- 
moved until the first purchase of the ve- 
hicle for purposes other than resale. 

With the exception of § 217.13, this 
amendment relates to Federal Highway 
Administration procedures and prac- 
tices so that notice and public procedure 
are not necessary and it may be made 
effective in less than 30 days after publi- 
cation in the FeperaL Recister. The in- 
terim procedures for temporary exemp- 
tions for limited production motor ve- 
hicles terminated on July 9, 1968. As a 
result of the termination of the interim 
procedures there are no procedures avail- 
able by which manufacturers of limited 
production motor vehicles may petition 
for a temporary exemption from appli- 
cable Federal motor vehicle safety stand- 
ards. Consequently, the Administrator 
concludes that with regard to § 217.13, 
notice and public procedure are imprac- 
ticable and that good cause exists for 
making this amendment effective in less 
than 30 days after publication in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 

This amendment is made under the 
authority of sections 119 and 123 of the 
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National Traffic and Motor Vehicle 
Safety Act of 1966, as amended (Public 
Laws 89-563 and 90-283), and the dele- 
gation of authority in §1.4(c) of the 
regulations of the Office of the Secretary 
of Transportation (49 CFR 1.4(c) ). 

In consideration of the foregoing, Title 
23 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
is amended by adding the following new 
Part 217—‘“Application for Temporary 
Exemptions from Motor Vehicle Safety 
Standards for Limited Production Motor 
Vehicles”, effective upon publication in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Issued in Washington, 
September 20, 1968. 


JOHN R. JAMIESON, 
Deputy Federal 
Highway Administrator. 


D.Cc., on 


Sec. 

217.1 Applicability. 

217.3 Definitions. 

217.5 Petition for exemption. 

217.7 Information regarding officers and 
directors of petitioner. 

217.9 Basis for petition. 

217.11 Grant or denial of exemption. 

217.13 Label requirements. 

217.15 Requests for informal appearance. 

217.17 Docket. 

217.19 Termination of temporary exemp- 
tions. 


AutTHorITy: The provisions of this Part 
217 issued under secs. 119, 123, National 
Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966, 
as amended (Public Law 89-563, 90-283); 
delegation of authority in §1.4(c) of the 
regulations of the Secretary of Transporta- 
tion (49 CFR 1.4(c)). 


§ 217.1 Applicability. 


This part applies to the issue, amend- 
ment, and revocation of temporary ex- 
emptions from Federal motor vehicle 
safety standards for motor vehicles pro- 
duced by manufacturers whose total 
motor vehicle production, as determined 
by the Administrator, does not exceed 
five hundred vehicles annually. 

§ 217.3 Definitions. 

“Act” means the National Traffic and 
Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966, as 
amended (15 U.S.C. 1381 et seq.). 

“Affiliate” means any concern which, 
either directly or indirectly, controls, has 
the power to control, or is controlled by, 
another concern, or which another con- 
cern has the power to control. In de- 
termining whether a concern: is inde- 
pendently owned and operated and 
whether or not it is an affiliate, con- 
sideration is given to all appropriate 
factors, including but not limited to com- 
mon ownership, common management, 
and contractual relationships. 

“Concern” means any business entity 
including but not limited to an indi- 
vidual, partnership, corporation, joint 
venture, association, or cooperative, 
whether or not organized for profit. 

“Temporary exemption” means an ex- 
emption from any Federal motor vehicle 
safety standard which terminates 3 
years after the date it is originally 
granted, or which, by its terms, termi- 
nates sooner, or which is sooner termi- 
nated for cause. 
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§ 217.5 Petition for exemption. 


(a) Any manufacturer of limited pro- 
duction motor vehicles may- petition the 
Federal HighWay Administrator for a 
temporary exemption from any Federal 
motor vehicle safety standard. 


(b) Each petition filed under this 
part must— ‘ 

(1) Be submitted in duplicate to the 
Administrator, Federal Highway Admin- 
istration, Washington, D.C. 20591; 

(2) Set forth the full name and ad- 
dress of the applicant, the nature of its 
organization (individual, partnership, 
corporation, etc.) and the name of the 
State or county under the laws of which 
it is organized; 

(3) Set forth the number, title, and 
text or substance of the standard from 
which the exemption is sought; 

(4) State the total motor vehicle pro- 
duction for the 12-month period before 
the date of the petition and certify that 
the production will not exceed 500 ve- 
hicles for any 12-month period for which 
the exemption is sought; 

(5) Set forth the name of each affiliate 
and describe its principal business 
activity; 

(6) In the case of an affiliate engaged 
in the manufacture of motor vehicles, 
state with respect to that affiliate the 
motor vehicle production for the 12- 
month period before the date of petition 
and estimate the motor vehicle produc- 
tion for any 12-month period for which 
the exemption is sought; 

(7) Set forth the information specified 
in § 217.7, if appropriate; 

(8) Set forth the information required 
by § 217.9 (a) or (b); 

(9) Set forth any information, views, 
or arguments available to the petitioner 
to support the exemption and the rea- 
sons why the granting of the petition 
would be consistent with the public inter- 
est and the objectives of the Act; 

(10) Set forth the level of safety that 
will be provided as compared to the level 
of safety required by the standard from 
which the exemption is sought; 

(11) With respect to each standard 
for which temporary exemption is 
sought, set forth (i) the length of time 
desired for such exemption, not to ex- 
ceed 3 years, and the reasons therefor, 
(ii) any steps to be taken, while the 
exemption is in effect, to achieve full 
compliance, and (iii) the estimated date 
that full compliance will be achieved; 

(12) Specify any part of the informa- 
tion and data submitted which petitioner 
requests be withheld from public dis- 
closure and the reason for the request; 

(13) Be signed by an officer of the 
petitioner and state his authority and 
area of responsibility. 


§ 217.7 Information regarding officers 
and directors of petitioner. 


The petitioner shall list the name of 
each officer and each director who owns 
or possesses shares of stock or any other 
interest, together with the number of 
shares or other degree of interest owned 
or possessed, in any concern the princi- 
pal business of which is either— 
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(a) Manufacturing motor. vehicles 
other than those manufactured by the 
petitioner; or 

(b) Holding stock in or control of any 
manufacturer of motor vehicles other 
than those manufactured by the peti- 
tioner. 


§ 217.9 Basis for petition. 


(a) If the basis for the petition is sub- 
stantial economic hardship, the peti- 
tioner must submit appropriate financial 
and engineering data describing in de- 
tail in what manner compliance with 
any Federal motor vehicle safety stand- 
ard would cause substantial economic 
hardship. 

(b) If the basis for the petition is 
facilitation of the development of motor 
vehicles using a propulsion system other 
than or supplementing an internal com- 
bustion engine, the petitioner must sub- 
mit appropriate engineering drawings 
and data describing the system, particu- 
larly the manner in which the system 
differs from an internal combustion en- 
gine, and how the exemption sought will 
facilitate the development of vehicles 
using a propulsion system other than or 
supplementing an internal combustion 
engine. 


§ 217.11 Grant or denial of exemption. 


(a) No public hearing, argument or 
other formal proceeding is held directly 
on a petition filed under this part before 
its disposition by the Federal Highway 
Administration. 

(b) The Federal Highway Administra- 
tor may grant or deny any petition for 
exemption. 7 

(c) Whenever a petition for exemp- 
tion is granted or denied, the Adminis- 
trator notifies the petitioner in writing 
of the action taken. 


§ 217.13 Label requirements. 


(a) Each manufacturer to whom a 
temporary exemption has been granted 
shall permanently affix to each exempt 
limited production motor vehicle a label 
or tag, in the English language and in 
not less than 12 point type, which in- 
cludes— 

(1) Name of manufacturer; 

(2) Place of manufacturer; 

(3) Vehicle identification number; 

(4) Month and year of manufacturer; 

(5) Type of motor vehicle as defined 
in § 255.3(b) of the Federal motor ve- 
hicle safety standards (§ 255.3(b) of this 
chapter), such as passenger car, multi- 
purpose passenger vehicle, truck, and so 
on; and 

(6) The following statement: 


The manufacturer certifies that this motor 
vehicle meets applicable Federal motor ve- 
hicle safety standards, as of the date of 
manufacture, except for (list the standards 
for which an exemption has been obtained) 
from which an exemption was obtained un- 
der FHWA Exemption No 


The label or tag required by this para- 
graph must be located on the hinge pillar 
or the latch post of the driver’s entry 
door. 

(b) Each manufacturer to whom a 
temporary exemption has been granted 


shall submit the following information 
to the Director, National Highway Safety 
Bureau, within 30 days after receiving 
notification that the temporary exemp- 
tion has been granted: 

(1) The location on the motor vehicle 
at which the label or tag will be placed. 

(2) A sample of the label or tag. 

(3) The means by which the label or 
tag will be attached, e.g., weld, rivet, or 
adhesive. 

(c) Each manufacturer to whom a 
temporary exemption has been granted 
shall affix securely to the windshield or 
side window of each exempt limited pro- 
duction motor vehicle a label in the 
English language containing the infor- 
mation required by paragraph (a) of 
this section. The label may not be re- 
moved until after the first purchase of 
the vehicle for purposes other than 
resale. 


§ 217.15 Requests for informal appear- 
ance. 


(a) A petitioner may request in writ- 
ing to appear informally before an ap- 
propriate official of the National High- 
way Safety Bureau to discuss a petition 
for exemption or the denial of a petition. 
If the request is granted, a transcript or 
minutes of the meeting is made and kept. 

(b) Each request for an appearance 
under this section shall be sent in writ- 
ing to the Director, National Highway 
Safety Bureau, Washington, D.C. 20591. 


§ 217.17 Docket. 


(a) Information and data considered 
relevant to an exemption, including a 
petition for exemption, request for in- 
formal appeafances, minutes or tran- 
scripts of an informal meeting, or a grant 
or denial of an exemption, are main- 
tained in the Docket File Room, Room 
512, Federal Highway Administration, 
Sixth and D Streets SW., Washington, 
D.C. 

(b) Records contained in the docket 
afe available for inspection, except ma- 
terial ordered withheld from the public 
under sections 112 and 113 of the Act 
(15 U.S.C. 1401, 1402) and section 552(b) 
of Title 5 of the United States Code, and 
copies thereof may be obtained, upon 
payment of a fee, as provided in Part 
7 of the regulations of the Office of the 
Secretary of Transportation (49 CFR 
Part 7). Any person may examine any 
docket material at the Docket File Room 
at any time during regular business 
hours. 


§ 217.19 Termination of temporary ex- 
emptions. 


The Federal Highway Administrator 
may terminate a temporary exemption if 
he determines— 

(a) The temporary exemption is not 
consistent with the public interest and 
objectives of the Act; or 

(b) The temporary exemption was 
granted on the basis of false, fraudulent, 
or misleading representations and infor- 
mation. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11681; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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Title 27—ANTOXICATING 
LIQUORS 


Chapter I—Internal Revenue Service, 
Department of the Treasury 
[T.D. 6973] 


PART 5—LABELING AND ADVER- 
TISING OF DISTILLED SPIRITS 


Miscellaneous Amendments 


Notice of public hearing to be held in 
Washington, D.C., beginning on April 1, 
1968, with respect to several proposals 
to amend 27 CFR Part 5, Labeling and 
Advertising of Distilled Spirits, was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on Jan- 
uary 26, 1968 (33 F.R. 1017). At the con- 
clusion of the hearing and after a thor- 
ough study of matters relevant to the 
issues the following conclusions have 
been reached: 

Subject No. 1—Natural flavor com- 
ponents. Proposal: That an additional 
factor, based upon the number of “natu- 
ral flavor components” in the product, 
be established for use, as a complement 
to proof of distillation, in distinguishing 
between classes and types of distilled 
spirits products. 

Discussion: Three main factors con- 
tribute to the development of the taste, 
aroma, and characteristics generally 
attributed to whiskies, brandies, and 
rums; (a) the fermented materia! from 
which distilled, (b) the manner of dis- 
tillation, and (c) the types of containers 
used for storing or aging. The present 
standards of identity rely on these 
criteria in distinguishing between types 
within classes and between classes of 
distilled spirits. 

As to the second factor—manner of 
distillation—the regulatory controls are 
expressed in terms of proof of distilla- 
tion, and various classes of distilled spir- 
its, or types of spirits within the classes, 
are required to be distilled within spe- 
cific ranges. 

Current distillation proof limitations 
were prescribed over 30 years ago. Since 
then, improved distilling equipment and 
hew processes and techniques have been 
introduced. Laboratory analyses and in- 
dustry representations have demon- 
strated that as a result of these changes 
the proof of distillation no longer in- 
sures, in every instance, that a new dis- 
tillate will possess the characteristics 
expected from distillation at the pre- 
scribed proofs. 

Thus, the Treasury Department pro- 
Posed that an additional factor, based 
on the number of “natural flavor com- 
ponents” in the product be established 
for use, under certain circumstances, as 
& complement to proof of distillation, in 
distinguishing between the various 
classes and types of distilled spirits. The 
notice of proposed rule making con- 
tained a table of proposed flavoring 
component standards. The standards 
Proposed were developed with the pri- 
Mary intention that compliance there- 
with be readily determinable by inex- 
Pensive means. 
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Evidence was presented at the hearing 
that the flavoring components proposed 
do not include all of the flavoring com- 
ponents in the distillate. A number of 
flavoring components which are present 
in very minute quantities in the new dis- 
tillate, but which contribute to the taste, 
aroma, and characteristics of the fin- 
ished product, cannot be readily quanti- 
fied even when they are susceptible to 
measurement. For this and a variety of 
other reasons, most of the witnesses who 
testified at the hearing expressed opposi- 
tion to the proposal. 

Conclusion: The proposal 
adopted. 

Subject No. 2—Revised standard for 
vodka. Proposal: That a new definition 
of vodka be established which would in- 
clude any neutral spirits, regardless of 
production method, which is without 
distinctive character and which contains 
less than 4 grams of natural flavor com- 
ponents per 100 liters at 100° proof. 

Discussion: Present regulations pre- 
scribe two specific methods for the pro- 
duction of vodka but grant the Director, 
Alcohol and Tobacco Tax Division, au- 
thority to approve other methods of pro- 
duction which will result in a product 
equally without distinctive character, 
aroma, taste, or color. So long as the 
finished product offered to the consumer 
is without distinctive character, aroma, 
taste, or color, there appears no longer to 
be a need to prescribe specific production 
procedures or to require approval of ad- 
ditional production methods. The pro- 
posed new definition of vodka would re- 
lieve producers from these unnecessary 
requirements, but would not change the 
consumer concept of the product. 

Conclusion: The proposal is adopted, 
modified to delete the proposed reference 
to natural flavor components. 

Subject No. 3—Revised standard for 
gin. Proposal: That a single standard of 
identity be adopted for “gin”, whether 
produced by distillation or compounding, 
in place of the present separate stand- 
ards for “distilled gin’ and “compound 
gin’. When gins are made solely by dis- 
tillation, they could continue to be la- 
beled as “distilled”. 

Discussion: The regulatory distinction 
between “distilled gin” and “compound 
gin” was drawn shortly after repeal to 
differentiate the distilled products from 
those made by mixing flavors and es- 
sences with alcohol. Currently the pro- 
duction of gin by either compounding or 
distilling results in an end product which 
is indistinguishable as to taste, aroma, 
or other characteristics. Thus the use of 
the terms “compound” or “disiilled” as 
a part of the designation is essentially a 
distinction without a difference. 

The adoption of this proposal would 
enable producers to vary from existing 
methods in making gin, although rectifi- 
cation tax may be incurred in some of 
the processes. 

Conclusion: The proposal is adopted 
with slight modification in the defini- 
tional language proposed. Importers will 
be given reasonable time to ascertain 
the precise methods of production 
abroad and to arrange for such label 
revision as may be necessary. 


is not 
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Subject No. 4—Establishment of a 
standard for “blended applejack.” Pro- 
posal: That the class “brandy” be re- 
vised to add a new type designation for 
“blended apple brandy” or “blended 
applejack”. 

Discussion: A distiller petitioned for 
a new designation for a blend of apple 
brandy (applejack) and neutral spirits. 
The petitioner testified that such a prod- 
uct would have greater consumer ac- 
ceptance than applejack. Analyses of 
samples of such a product show that it 
retains the basic taste, aroma, and char- 
acteristics of the applejack, but with less 
pronounced flavor. In order to ade- 
quately advise the consumer that this 
product is not the same as applejack 
which is not blended, it would be desig- 
nated as “blended applejack” and the 
label would be required to disclose the 
percentage of neutral spirits in the prod- 
uct and the commodity from which the 
neutral spirits were distilled. 

Conclusion: The proposal for a stand- 
ard of identity for “blended applejack”’ is 
adopted. However, inasmuch as the 
product may contain neutral spirits 
from other than fruit, it is prescribed 
as a new class of distilled spirits rather 
than as a type within the brandy classi- 
fication. Since the new product is not 
a type within the brandy classification, 
the proposed designation “blended apple 
brandy” is not adopted. 

Subject No. 5—Deletion of the stand- 
ard for “New England rum”. Proposal: 
That the standard of identity for “New 
England rum” be deleted. 

Discussion: New England rum is pres- 
ently defined as any rum distilled in the 
United States at less than 160° proof. In 
addition to eliminating a geographical 
designation which could mislead the con- 
sumer into believing the rum was in fact 
produced in New England, the adoption 
of the proposal would enable distillers 
to mix rum produced in the United States 
at less than 160° proof with other rums 
and label the mixture as rum without 
a statement of composition. 

Conclusion: The proposal is adopted. 

Subject No. 6—Flavored brandy, fla- 
vored gin, flavored rum, flavored vodka, 
and flavored whisky. Proposal: That a 
new standard be established for flavored 
brandy, flavored gin, flavored rum, fla- 
vored vodka, and flavored whisky. 

Discussion: Flavored gin, flavored rum, 
flavored vodka, flavored whisky, and es- 
pecially flavored brandy, in recent years, 
have achieved such consumer acceptance 
that a standard was proposed in.order 
to maintain product identity and quality. 
It was also proposed that the use of wine 
in these flavored distilled spirits be lim- 
ited to 2% percent by volume of the fin- 
ished product. However, in the case of 
flavored brandies an additional 12% per- 
cent by volume of wine’might be used, 
without label disclosure, if the wine is 
derived from the particular fruit cor- 
responding to the labeled flavor of the 
brandy. 

Testimony on this proposal related 
primarily to the limitations on the use of 
wine in flavored brandies. Most flavored 
brandy producers use little or no wine, 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 33, NO. 188——-THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 26, 1968 





14460 


whereas a few have used a high percent- 
age of wine in their products. After care- 
ful consideration of this matter it has 
been concluded that the use of wine may 
be justified only as a flavoring ingre- 
dient. No significant evidence was sub- 
mitted which would establish that the 
use of quantities of wine in any of these 
products in excess of the limitations pro- 
posed is required to adequately flavor the 
products. The manufacturer would not 
be precluded from using greater quanti- 
ties of wines, but if he does so he must 
disclose such use on the label. 

Conclusion: The proposal to establish 
a standard of identity for these products 
(including the proposed limitations on 
the undisclosed use of wine) is adopted. 

Subject No. 7—Amendment of distilled 
spirits definition. Proposal: That the 
definition of “distilled spirits” be 
amended so as to exclude a mixture of 
wine and distilled spirits, bottled at 48° 
proof or less, if the mixture contains 
more than 50 percent wine on a proof 
gallon basis. 

Discussion: Products containing not 
less than 5 percent distilled spirits and 
as much as 95 percent wine, to which 
have been added some flavoring mate- 
rials, and bottled at 48° proof or less, are 
presently classified as distilled spirits. 
The packaging, labeling, and strip 
stamping of these specialties as distilled 
spirits, even though they are essentially 
wine products, may well deceive the con- 
sumer as to product identity. The pro- 
posed revision of the definition of “dis- 
tilled spirits” would provide significant 
consumer protection by precluding the 
labeling of wine products as distilled 
spirits. 

Conclusion: The proposal to redefine 
the term “distilled spirits” is adopted 
with slight modification in the defini- 
tional language proposed. Manufacturers 
of products not conforming to the new 
definition will be provided ample time to 
change their labels and thereafter may 
package and label such products as wine 
specialties. 

Subject No. 8—Information on labels 
in regard to net contents, proof of dis- 
tillation, qualifying words, and alcoholic 
ingredients. Proposals: 

A. To require that all mandatory in- 
formation be printed on labels in such a 
manner as to be generally parallel to the 
base on which the container rests as it 
is designed to be displayed (a similar 
provision is found in the Model State 
Regulation Pertaining to Packages 
adopted by the National Conference on 
Weights and Measures) ; 

B. To require the alcoholic content 
(proof) to appear on the brand label 
of the product; 

C. To prohibit net contents statements 
from being qualified by any descriptive 
term such as, “jumbo”, “full”, “giant”; 

D. To require the net contents to ap- 
pear on the brand label except in the 
case of distilled spirits packaged in con- 
tainers conforming to the standards of 
fill; and 

E. To require that any statement, other 
than required information, on a label as 
to any of the alcoholic components of 
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the product include the name and per- 
centage of all the alcoholic components, 
except alcoholic coloring, flavoring, or 
blending ingredients used in minute 
quantities. 

Discussion: Adoption of these proposed 
changes would make it easier for the 
consumer to locate and better understand 
key items describing the contents of a 
container. 

The quantity in a container is of great 
importance to the buyer and in the case 
of distilled spirits this includes both net 
contents and alcoholic content. There- 
fore, the alcoholic content of the product 
and the net contents (when not pack- 
aged in containers conforming to the 
standards of fill) should be shown on the 
brand (principal) display label in every 
instance. Qualifying adjectives or state- 
ments descriptive of the net contents, 
for example “giant size” or “full’’ quart, 
may deceive the consumer as to the ac- 
tual contents and should be prohibited. 
In addition, the key items of informa- 
tion should be so placed on the label 
as to be readily apparent to the consumer 
without the need for him to search for 
them, and this would be accomplished by 
having the information appear generally 
parallel to the base on which the con- 
tainer rests as it is designed to be dis- 
played, or to appear in some other equally 
conspicuous manner. . 

Cordials and liqueurs are not required 
to bear statements of composition. Thus, 
under present regulations, a manufac- 
turer is able to show on the label of such 
a product any one or more of the alco- 
holic ingredients without disclosing the 
total composition. Such partial disclo- 
sures may be materially misleading to 
the consumer. Thus, if the manufacturer 
elects to show on the labels of these prod- 
ucts any of the alcoholic ingredients, he 
should be required to show the kinds 
and percentages of all of the alcoholic 
ingredients (other than those used with- 
in the 2% percent limitation for harm- 
less coloring, flavoring, or blending mate- ~ 
rials); such a requirement need not 
apply, however, to the labeling of two or 
more products which are sold both 
separately and in combination, for ex- 
ample, T & B (Triple Sec and Brandy) 
where no other references are made to 
the alcoholic ingredients of either 
product. 

Many labels now fully conform to 
these proposed new rules. The additional 
information on the brand label would 
not unduly restrict the bottler in creat- 
ing new and artistic designs. 

Conclusion: The proposals are adopted 
with slight modification. Bottlers will be 
granted a reasonable period of time to 
exhaust stocks of nonconforming labels. 

Subject No. 9—Treatment of distilled 
spirits. Proposal: To add, as a counter- 
part to the present limitations on the 
addition of materials, a limitation on the 
extraction of materials. 

Discussion: Extensive removal of con- 
stituents from distilled spirits in the 
preparation of a product for bottling 
may result in alteration of the class and 
type. In view of the increased treatment 
of distilled spirits products, primarily 


whisky, a need exists for a regulation to 
limit the removal of product character- 
istics generally attributed to the class or 
type by which the spirits are labeled. As 
to distilled spirits generally, it was pro- 
posed that the products after treatment 
must retain the taste, aroma and char- 
acteristics generally attributed to them. 

In the case of ‘straight whisky, how- 
ever,-it was proposed that the removal of 
all substances be prohibited, except for 
stabilization purposes as_ prescribed 
under section 5025(j) of the Internal 
Revenue Code. Industry presentations 
were convincing that in the case of 
straight whisky, the removal of as much 
as 15 percent of the fixed acids, or vola- 
tile acids, or esters, or soluble solids or 
higher alcohols, or 25 percent of the 
soluble color may be’ necessary in order 
to produce a stable product. Such treat- 
ment will not unduly affect the character 
of the straight whisky acquired during 
maturation. 

Conclusion: The proposal to prescribe 
regulatory provisions governing the ex- 
traction of materials from distilled 
spirits is adopted with modifications. 

Subject No. 10—Labeling of bulk im- 
ports. Proposal: To make optional label 
disclosure of the name and address of 
the person responsible for importation 
of the product when the name of the 
bottler and the place where bottled are 
shown. 

Discussion: Imported bulk spirits are 
often both bottled and distributed by a 
person other than the person responsible 
for the importation. Under present reg- 
ulations, the label must show the name 
and address of the person responsible 
for the importation, and in addition 
either (a) the name of the bottler and 
the place where bottled, or (b) that the 
distilled spirits were bottled in the United 
States for the person responsible for the 
importation, e.g. “imported by and bot- 
tled in the United States for 

” Compliance with the 
requirement for showing the name and 
address of the person responsible for the 
importation has proved unnecessarily 
burdensome in many instances, particu- 
larly where the identity of such person 
has become meaningless as a result of 
numerous transfers of the goods. The 
statute requires that the identity of the 
manufacturer, bottler, or importer be 
disclosed. 

Conclusion: The proposal is adopted. 

Subject No. 11—Age certificates for 
imported spirits. Proposal: To require 
age certificates for all imported whiskies 
and brandies. 

Discussion: Under current regulations 
age certificates, issued by a duly author- 
ized official of the appropriate foreign 
government, are required for imported 
whiskies and brandies only when the 
label of a product bears a statement of 
age. Although present regulations do not 
require such a certificate when a whisky 
or brandy does not bear an age statement, 
a certificate seems necessary even in such 
cases, in order to establish that the prod- 
uct meets the minimum age (4 years for 
whisky; 2 years for brandy) to be exempt 
from an age statement. — 
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Conclusion: The proposal is adopted. 

Subject No. 12—Label references to 
Government supervision. Proposal: To 
permit the label on domestic spirits to 
bear truthful statements that the spirits 
were distilled, barreled, warehoused, 
blended, proofed, or bottled, as the case 
may be, under the supervision of the 
U.S. Government. 

Discussion: Under existing regulations, 
except for distilled spirits bottled in bond, 
domestically produced distilled spirits 
have not been permitted to bear a state- 
ment that such spirits have been distilled, 
blended, made, bottled, or sold, in accord- 
ance with any governmental authoriza- 
tion, law, or regulation. On the other 
hand, imported distilled spirits have been 
permitted by regulation to bear certain 
statement of this nature when such state- 
ments are specifically authorized or 
required by the foreign government 
involved. 

No evidence is available of consumer 
misunderstanding of the statements, ap- 
pearing on labels of imported spirits, 
relating to acts of manufacture per- 
formed in accordance with foreign regu- 
lations, and no evidence is available 
which would indicate that the consumer 
would be misled by similar statements 
with respect to domestic products. 

Conclusion: The proposal is adopted. 
Uniform statements are prescribed 
in order to avoid possible consumer 
deception. 

Accordingly, the following amend- 
ments to 27 CFR Part 5 are hereby 
adopted: 


§5.10 [Amended] 


PaRAGRAPH 1. Section 5.10(e) is 
amended by striking out the period and 
adding at the end thereof “‘, except that 
this term shall not include mixtures con- 
taining wine, bottled at 48° proof or less, 
if the mixture contains more than 50 
percent wine on a proof gallon basis.” 


§5.21 [Amended] 


Par. 2. Section 5.21 is amended by add- 
ing two new paragraphs (j) and (k) 
reading as follows: 


(j) Class 10; flavored brandy, flavored 
gin, flavored rum, flavored vodka, and 
flavored whisky. “Flavored brandy”, 
“flavored gin”, “flavored rum”, “flavored 
vodka”, and “flavored whisky”, are 
brandy, gin, rum, vodka, and whisky, re- 
spectively, to which have been added 
natural flavoring materials, with or with- 
out the addition of sugar, and bottled at 
not less than 70° proof. The name of the 
Predominant flavor shall appear as a 
Part of the designation. If the finished 
product contains more than 244 percent 
by volume of wine, the kinds and per- 
centages by volume of wine must be 
stated as a part of the designation, except 
that a flavored brandy may contain an 
additional 12% percent by volume of 
wine, without label disclosure, if the ad- 
ditional wine is derived from the particu- 
lar fruit corresponding to the labeled 
flavor of the product. 

(k) Class 11; blended applejack. 
“Blended applejack” (applejack-a 
blend) is a mixture which contains at 
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least 20 percent by volume of 100° proof 
apple brandy (applejack), aged for not 
less than 2 years, and not more than 80 
percent of neutral spirits if such mix- 
ture at the time of bottling is not less 
than 80° proof. 


Par. 3. Section 5.21(a) is amended by 
revising subparagraph (1) to read as 
follows: 


(1) “Vodka” is neutral spirits so dis- 
tilled, or so treated after distillation with 
charcoal or other materials, as to be 
without distinctive character, aroma, 
taste, or color and bottled at not less 
than 80° proof. 


Par. 4. Section 5.21(c) is amended to 
read as follows: 


(c) Class 3; gin. “Gin” is a product 
obtained by original distillation from 
mash, or by redistillation of distilled 
spirits, or by mixing neutral spirits, 
with or over juniper berries and other 
aromatics, or with or over extracts de- 
rived from infusions, percolations, or 
maceration of such materials, and in- 
cludes mixtures of gin and neutral spir- 
its. It shall derive its main character- 
istic flavor from juniper berries and be 
reduced at time of bottling to not less 
than 80° proof. Gin produced exclusively 
by original distillation or by redistilla- 
tion may be further designated as “dis- 
tilled”. “Dry gin” (London dry gin), 
“Geneva gin” (Hollands gin), and “Old 
Tom gin” (Tom gin) are types of gin 
known under such designations. 


Par. 5. Section 5.21(e) is amended by 
deleting subparagraph (2). 


Par. 6. Section 5.21(g) is amended by 
inserting in subparagraph (6) “, except 
that this provision shall not apply to 
any product conforming to the standard 
of identity for blended applejack” after 
“have been added”’. 


Par. 7. Section 5.22 is amended by 
adding at the end thereof a new para- 
graph (d) reading as follows: 


§ 5.22 Alteration of class and type; 
harmless coloring, flavoring and 
blending materials. 


7 > * * * 


(d) The removal from any distilled 
spirits of any constituents to such an 
extent that the product does not possess 
the taste, aroma and characteristics gen- 
erally attributed to that class or type 
of distilled spirits alters the class or type 
thereof, and the product shall be appro- 
priately redesignated. In addition, in 
the case of straight whisky the removal 
of more than 15 percent of the fixed 
acids, or volatile acids, or esters, or solu- 
ble solids, or higher alcohols, or more 
than 25 percent of the soluble color, 
shall be deemed to alter the class or type 
thereof. 


§ 5.32 [Amended] 


Par. 8. Section 5.32(a) is amended by 
inserting after subparagraph (3) the 
following two new subparagraphs: 


(4) Alcoholic content, in accordance 
with § 5.36. 


(5) In the case of distilled spirits 
packaged in containers for which no 
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standard of fill is prescribed in § 5.73(a), 
net contents in accordance with § 5.37 
(b) and (c). 


Par. 9. Section 5.32(b) is amended by 
inserting in subparagraph (1) “and/or 
bottler” after “address of importer”. 

Par. 10. Section 5.32(c) is amended: 

A. By striking out subparagraph (1); 
and 


B. By revising subparagraph (2) to 
read as follows: 


(2) In the case of distilled spirits pack- 
aged in containers conforming to the 
standards of fill prescribed in § 5.73(a), 
net contents in accordance with § 5.37 
(a) and (d). 


Par. 11. Section 5.34(c) is amended to 
read as follows: 


§ 5.34 Class and type. 
. > * 


(c) On labels of cordials and liqueurs, 
the alcoholic components of the product 
may, but need not, be stated. 


Par. 12. Section 5.35(b) is amended by 
revising subparagraph (2) to read as 
follows: 


§ 5.35 Name and address. 


* = +e * . 

(b) “Imported by”. * * * 

(2) On labels of imported distilled 
spirits bottled after importation by a per- 
son other than the person responsible for 
the importation there shall be stated: 

(i) The name of the bottler and place 
where bottled, immediately preceded by 
the words “bottled by”; or 

(ii) The name of the bottler and place 
where bottled, immediately preceded by 
the words “bottled by” and in conjunc- 
tion therewith the name and address of 
the person responsible for the importa- 
tion, in the manner prescribed in sub- 
paragraph (1) of this paragraph; or 

(iii) The name and principal place of 
business in the United States of the 
person responsible for the importation, 
if the spirits are bottled for such person, 
immediately preceded by the phrase 
“imported by and bottled in the United 
States for” (or a similar appropriate 
phrase). 

. e * 


§ 5.37 [Amended] 


Par. 13. Section 5.37(d) is amended 
by inserting in the first sentence “of a 
container conforming to the standards 
of fill prescribed by § 5.73(a)” after “on 
any label’’. 

Par. 14. Section 5.37 is amended by 
adding a new paragraph (e) reading as 
follows: 

(e) Words 
statements 
prohibited. 


§ 5.40 [Amended] 


Par. 15. Section 5.40(b) is amended 
by inserting in the first sentence “(ex- 
cept brand names) shall appear gen- 
erally parallel to the base on which the 
container rests as it is designed to be 
displayed, or shall be otherwise equally 
conspicuous, and” after “on labels by 
$$ 5.30-5.41”. 


or 
of 


phrases 
net 


qualifying 
contents are 
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§ 5.41 [Amended] 


Par. 16. Section 5.41(b) is amended 
by inserting after the second sentence 
of subparagraph (1) the following new 
sentence, “The statements authorized 
by the Federal Government to appear 
on labels for domestic distilled spirits 
are ‘Distilled (produced, barreled, ware- 
housed, blended, or bottled, or any com- 
bination thereof, as the case may be) 
under United States (U.S.) Government 
supervision,’ or in the case of distilled 
spirits bottled under section 5233, Inter- 
nal Revenue Code (26 U.S.C. 5233), ‘Bot- 
tled in bond under United States (U.S.) 
Government supervision’.” 


§ 5.46 [Amended] 


Par. 17. Section 5.46(b) is amended 
by striking out the first sentence and 
inserting in lieu thereof, “Scotch, Irish, 
and Canadian whiskies, imported in bot- 
tles, shall not be released from customs 
custody for consumption unless accom- 
panied by a certificate issued by a duly 
authorized official of the appropriate 
foreign government certifying to the age 
of the youngest distilled spirits in the 
bottle.” 

Par. 18. Section 5.46(c) is amended by 
striking out the first sentence and in- 
serting in lieu thereof, “Brandy or 
cognac, imported in_ bottles, shall not be 
released from customs custody for con- 
sumption unless accompanied by a cer- 
tificate issued by a duly authorized official 
of the appropriate foreign government 
certifying that the age of the youngest 
brandy or cognac in the bottle is not less 
than 2 years, or if age is stated on the 
label, that none of the distilled spirits are 
of an age less than that stated. If the 
label of any rum, imported in bottles, 
contains any statement of age, the rum 
shall not be released from customs cus- 
tody for consumption unless accom- 
panied by a certificate issued by a duly 
authorized official of the appropriate 
country, certifying to the age of the 
youngest rum in the bottle.” 


§5.51 [Amended] 


Par. 19. Section 5.51(b) is amended by 
striking out the first sentence and in- 
serting in lieu thereof, “Scotch, Irish, and 
Canadian whiskies imported in bulk shall 
not be removed from the plant where 
bottled unless the bottler possesses a cer- 
tificate for such spirits issued by a duly 
authorized official of the appropriate for- 
eign government certifying to the age of 
the youngest distilled spirits.” 

Par. 20. Section 5.51(c) is amended by 
striking out the first sentence and in- 
serting in lieu thereof, “Brandy or 
cognac imported in bulk shall not be 
removed from the plant where bottled 
unless the bottler possesses a certificate 
for such spirits issued by a duly author- 
ized official of the appropriate foreign 
government certifying that the age of 
the youngest brandy or cognac is not 
less than two years, or if age is stated on 
the label of the bottle, that none of the 
distilled spirits are of an age less than 
that stated. If the label on bottled rum, 
imported in bulk, bears a statement of 
age, the rum shall not be removed from 
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the plant where bottled unless the bot- 
tler possesses a certificate for such spirits 
issued by a duly authorized official of 
the appropriate country, certifying to the 
age of the youngest rum.” 

The amendment of § 5.10(e) shall be- 
come effective July 1, 1972. This will 
afford industry ample time within which 
to effect necessary changes, at Federal 
and State levels, to redesignate certain 
products as wine specialties which are 
now marketed as_ distilled spirits 
products. 

The amendments of $§5.32(c), 5.34 
(c), 5.37(d), and 5.40(b), and the addi- 
tions of new paragraph (j) to § 5.21, new 
subparagraphs (4) and (5) to § 5.32(a) 
and new paragraph (e) to § 5.37 relate 
to information appearing on labels of dis- 
tilled spirits products, and in order to 
allow industry an opportunity to make 
conforming changes, such as obtaining 
new labels and disposing of obsolete in- 
ventories, these amendments shall be- 
come effective July 1, 1969. 

All other amendments either relieve 
restrictions presently contained in the 
regulations, generally follow administra- 
tive rules now observed, or require very 
little trade adjustment, and, thus, they 
shall become effective on the Ist day of 
the month that begins not less than 60 
days after the date of publication of this 
Treasury decision in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. 


(49 Stat. 981, as amended; 27 U.S.C. 205) 


[SEAL] SHELDON S. COHEN, 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 


Approved: September 23, 1968. 


STANLEY S. SURREY, 
Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11684; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


Title 33—NAVIGATION AND 
NAVIGABLE WATERS 


Chapter I—Coast Guard, Department 
of Transportation 


SUBCHAPTER J—BRIDGES 
[CGFR 68-102] 


PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE OPERA- 
TION REGULATIONS 


Long Beach Harbor Entrance Channel, 
Calif. 


1. The temporary retractable pontoon 
bridge across the Long Beach Harbor 
Entrance Channel, Long Beach, Calif., is 
closed to vehicular traffic and is soon to 
be dismantled and removed from the 
waterway. The drawspan is maintained 
in the open position at all times for the 
Passage of navigation and the special 
regulations for the operation of the 
drawspan are no longer required. The 
purpose of this document is to revoke the 
requirements in 33 CFR 117.711(a) for 
the operation of the temporary retracta- 
ble pontoon bridge across the Long Beach 
Harbor Entrance Channel. 


2. By virtue of the authority vested in 
me as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, 
by 14.U.S.C. 632 and 49 CFR 1.4(a) (3), 
the text of 33 CFR 117.711(a) is revoked 
as of the date of publication of this docu- 
ment in the FepERAL REGISTER: 


§ 117.711 Los Angeles and Long Beach 
Harbors, California. 


(a) [Revoked] 
s - > v 


(Sec. 5, 28 Stat. 362, as amended, sec. 6(g), 
80 Stat. 941; 33 U.S.C. 499; 49 U.S.C. 1655(g) 
49 CFR 1.4(a) (3)(v); 32 F.R. 5606) 


Dated: September 18, 1968. 


W. J. Smrrn, 
Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11676; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Title 50-—WILDLIFE AND 
FISHERIES 


Chapter I—Bureau of Sport Fisheries 
and Wildlife, Fish and Wildlife 
Service, Department of the Interior 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Alamosa National Wildlife Refuge, 
Colo., etc. 


The following special regulations are 
issued and are effective on date of pub- 
lication in the FeperaL ReEcIsTer. The 
limited time ensuing from the date of 
the adoption of the Federal migratory 
game bird regulations to and including 
the establishment of State hunting sea- 
sons makes it impracticable to give pub- 
lic notice of proposed rule making. 


§ 32.12 Special regulations; migratory 
game birds; for individual wildlife 
refuge areas. 


COLORADO 
ALAMOSA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of ducks and coots 
on the Alamosa National Wildlife Ref- 
uge Colo., is permitted from October 26 
through November 27, 1968, and from 
December 14, 1968 through January 5, 
1969, inclusive, but only on the area des- 
ignated by signs as open to hunting. 
This open .area, comprising 2,805 acres, 
is delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Alamosa, Colo., and from 
the Regional Director, Bureau of Sport 
Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office Box 
1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State and Federal regula- 
tions covering the hunting of ducks and 
coots, subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) Dogs—Not to exceed two dogs per 
hunter may be used only to retrieve 
wounded or dead ducks. | 

(2) Boats—The use of boats is 
prohibited. ! 

(3) Admittance—Entrance to the 
open area and parking of vehicles will 
be restricted to designated parking areas. ; 
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The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas gen- 
erally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through January 5, 1969. 


MONTE VISTA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of ducks and coots 
on the Monte Vista National Wildlife 
Refuge, Colo., is permitted from Oc- 
tober 26 through November 27, 1968, and 
from December 14, 1968 through Janu- 
ary 5, 1969, inclusive, but only on the 
area designated by signs as open to hunt- 
ing. This open area, comprising 5,314 
acres, is delineated on maps available at 
refuge headquarters, Monte Vista, Colo., 
and from the Regional Director, Bu- 
reau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 87103. 

Hunting shall be in accordance with 
all applicable State and Federal regula- 
tions covering the hunting of ducks and 
coots, subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) Dogs—Not to exceed two dogs per 
hunter may be used only to retrieve 
wounded or dead ducks. 

(2) Boats—The use of boats is pro- 
hibited. 

(3) Admittance—Entrance to the open 
area and parking of vehicles will be re- 
stricted to designated parking ereas. 


The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas gener- 
ally which are set forth in Title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 32 and are 
effective through January 5, 1969. 


KANSAS 
FLINT HILLS NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of ducks, geese, 
and coots on the Flint Hills National 
Wildlife Refuge, Kans., is permitted as 
follows: Ducks and coots, from Novem- 
ber 2 through December 1, 1968, inclu- 
Sive; geese from October 12 through De- 
cember 15, inclusive, but only on the area 
designated by signs as open to hunting. 
This open area, comprising 5,165 acres, 
is delineated on maps available at refuge 
headquarters, Burlington, Kans., and 
from the Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, Post Office 
Box 1306, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 87103. 
Hunting shall be in accordance with all 
applicable State and Federal regulations 
covering the hunting of ducks, geese, and 
coots subject to the following special 
conditions: 

(1) Vehicle access shall be restricted 
to designated parking areas and to exist- 
ing roads. 

(2) Dogs—Not to exceed two per 
hunter, may be used only to retrieve 
wounded or dead ducks, geese, and coots. 

(3) Blinds—Only temporary blinds, 
constructed above ground of natural 
vegetation are permitted. 

The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 50, 
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
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and are effective through December 16, 
1968. 


QUIVIRA NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of ducks, coots, 
gallinules, snipe, and mergansers on the 
Quivira National Wildlife Refuge, Kans., 
is permitted from November 2, through 
December 1, 1968, inclusive, and for 
geese from October 12, through Decem- 
ber 15, 1968, inclusive, but only on the 
areas designated by signs as open to 
hunting. These open areas, comprising 
7,030 acres, are delineated on maps avail- 
able at refuge headquarters, Stafford, 
Kans., and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 87103. Hunting shall be in ac- 
cordance with all applicable State and 
Federal regulations covering the hunting 
of waterfowl subject to the following spe- 
cial conditions: 

(1) Blinds—Only temporary blinds, 
constructed above ground of natural 
vegetation, are permitted. 

(2) Dogs—Not to exceed two per 
hunter, may be used only to retrieve 
wounded or dead birds. 


The provisions of this special regula- 
tion supplement the regulations which 
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas 
generally which are set forth in Title 
50, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32, 
and are effective through December 15, 
1968. 

OKLAHOMA 


TISHOMINGO NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFUGE 


The public hunting of ducks, geese, 
and coots on the Tishomingo National 
Wildlife Refuge, Okla., is permitted only 
on the area designated by signs as open 
to hunting. This open area, comprising 
3,170 acres, is delineated on maps avail- 
able at refuge headquarters, Tishomingo, 
Okla., and from the Regional Director, 
Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Post Office Box 1306, Albuquerque, 
N. Mex. 87103. Hunting shall be in ac- 
cordance with all applicable State and 
Federal regulations covering the hunting 
of ducks, geese, and coots subject to the 
following special conditions: 


(1) Ducks and coots may be hunted 
from one-half hour before sunrise to 12 
noon on Tuesdays, Thursdays, Saturdays, 
Sundays, and National holidays from 
November 16, 1968 through November 30, 
1968, and from December 14, 1968 
through January 1, 1969, inclusive, ex- 
cluding Zone 3. Geese may be hunted in 
Zone 3 from one-half hour before sun- 
rise to 12 noon on Tuesdays, Thursdays, 
Saturdays, Sundays, and National holi- 
days from October 19, 1968 through 
November 3, 1968, and from November 16, 
1968 through January 5, 1969, inclusive. 

(2) Each hunter shall be limited to 
six shells in possession when entering 
Zone 3, and 16 shells in possession when 
entering Zone 1 of the Management Unit. 

(3) In Zone 3, 35 goose blinds are 
provided and hunters will be assigned to 
blinds by applying for a blind reserva- 
tion. Temporary blinds may not be con- 
structed in Zone 3. Eight duck blinds are 
provided in Zone 1 and hunters will be 
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assigned to ‘hese blinds on a first-come 
first-choice basis. Construction of tem- 
porary blinds may be done in the pothole 
area in Zone 1. These blinds may be 
placed where desired after giving due 
consideration to safety and hunting op- 
portunities of other sportsmen, but 
blinds must be at least 80 yards apart. 

(4) Hunting of geese in Zone 3 is by 
application and actual blind assignment 
is determined by a punchboard. Hunters 
will be accepted into Zone 1 on a first- 
come first-choice basis. All hunters, upon 
entering or leaving the area, shall report 
at designated checking stations as may 
be established for the regulation of the 
hunting activity and shall furnish in- 
formation pertaining to their hunting, 
as requested. 


The provisions of this special regulation 
supplement the regulations which govern 
hunting on wildlife refuge areas gener- 
ally which are set forth in Title 50, Code 
of Federal Regulations, Part 32, and are 
effective through January 5, 1969. 


WILt1aM T. KRUMMES, 
Regional Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, 
Albuquerque, N. Merz. 


SEPTEMBER 17, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11662; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


PART 32—HUNTING 


Catahoula National Wildlife Refuge, 
La. 


On page 12008 of the FepEerAL REGISTER 
of August 23, 1968, there was published 
a notice of a proposed amendment to 
§ 32.21 of Title 50, Code of Federal Regu- 
lations. The purpose of this amendment 
is to provide public hunting of upland 
game on the Catahoula National Wildlife 
Refuge, La., as legislatively permitted. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
in which to submit written comments, 
suggestions, or objections with respect to 
the proposed amendment. No comments, 
suggestions, or objections have been re- 
ceived. The proposed amendment is 
hereby adopted without change. 

Since this amendment benefits the 
public by relieving existing restrictions 
on hunting, it shall become effective 
upon publication in the Feperat ReEc- 
ISTER. 


(Sec. 10, 45 Stat. 1224, 16 U.S.C. 715i as 
amended; sec. 4, 80 Stat. 927, 16 U.S.C. 
668dd) 


Section 32.21 as amended by the fol- 
lowing addition: 

§ 32.21 List of open areas; upland game. 
: * a +. : 
LOUISIANA 

Catahoula National Wildlife Refuge. 
f 7 > = . 
Joun S. GOTTSCHALK, 
Director, Bureau of 
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. 
SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11663; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Consumer and Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 932] 
OLIVES GROWN IN CALIFORNIA 
Handling 


Notice is hereby given that the Depart- 
ment is considering a proposed amend- 
ment, as hereinafter set forth, to the 
rules and regulations (Subpart—Rules 
and Regulations; 7 CFR 932.108— 
932.154) ; currently effective pursuant to 
the applicable provisions of the market- 
ing agreement, as amended, and Order 
No. 932, as amended (7 CFR Part 932; 
33 F.R. 11265), regulating the handling 
of olives grown in California. This is a 
regulatory program effective under the 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674) . The 
amendment to the said rules and regula- 
tions was proposed by the Olive Admin- 
istrative Committee, established under 
the said marketing agreement and order 
as the agency to administer the terms 
and provisions thereof. 

The proposal is as follows: 

A. Amend §932.150(e) by adding 
thereto the following sentence: 


§ 932.150 Changes in the percentage 
tolerances for canned whole ripe 
olives. 

* = = = + 
(e) * * * The provisions of this sec- 
tion shall terminate on August 31, 1969. 


B. Amend paragraph (a) of § 932.151 to 
read as follows: 


§ 932.151 Incoming regulations. 


(a) Inspection stations. Natural con- 
dition olives. shall be sampled and size- 
graded only at inspection stations which 
shall be a plant of a handler or other 
place having facilities for sampling and 
size-grading such olives: Provided, That 
such location and facilities are satisfac- 
tory to the Inspection Service and the 
committee: Provided further, That upon 
prior application to, and approval by the 
committee, a handler may have olives 
size-graded at an inspection station other 
than the one where the lot was sampled. 


* * * * * 


C. Amend paragraph (d) (2) of § 932.- 
152 to read as follows: 


§ 932.152 Outgoing regulations. 
> = » ~ m 

(d) ss *¢ £ 

(2) All such packaged olives shall be 
kept separate and apart from other pack- 
aged olives and shall be so identified by 
control cards or other means satisfactory 
to the Inspection Service and the com- 
mittee that their identity is readily ap- 
parent. Such packaged olives may be 
reprocessed under supervision of the In- 
spection Service. Any such packaged 


olives that are not so reprocessed may be 
disposed of only in accordance with 
§ 932.155. 


D. Add a new § 932.155 reading as 
follows: 


§ 932.155 Special purpose shipments. 


(a) The disposition of packaged olives 
covered by § 932.152(d) which are not 
reprocessed in accordance therewith shall 
be in conformity with the applicable pro- 
visions of this section. 

(1) Under supervision of the inspec- 
tion service, such packaged olives may be 
disposed of for use in the production of 
olive oil or dumped. 

(2) Such packaged olives may be dis- 
posed of to a charitable organization for 
use by such organization; and any han- 
dler who wishes to so dispose of olives 
shall first file a written application with, 
and obtain written approval thereof 
from, the committee. Each such applica- 
tion shall contain at least: (i) The name 
and address of the handler and the char- 
itable organization; (ii) the physical lo- 
cation of the charitable organization’s 
facilities; (iii) the quantity in cases, the 
variety, size, can size, and can code of 
the packaged olives; and (iv) a certifica- 
tion from the charitable organization 
that such olives will be used by the orga- 
nization and will not be sold. 

(b) Prior to approval of any such ap- 
plication, the committee shall make such 
investigation as it deems necessary to 
verify the information therein. The com- 
mittee may deny any application if it 
finds that the required information is in- 
complete or incorrect, or has reason to 
believe that the intended receiver is not 
a charitable organization, or that the 
handler or the organization has disposed 
of packaged olives contrary to a previ- 
ously approved application. The commit- 
tee shall notify the applicant and the or- 
ganization in writing of its approval, or 
denial, of the application. Any such ap- 
proval shall continue in effect so long as 
the packaged olives covered thereby are 
disposed of consistent therewith. The 
committee shall notify the handler and 
the organization of each such termina- 
tion of approval. The handler shall fur- 
nish the committee upon demand such 
evidence of disposition of the packaged 
olives covered by an approved application 
as may be satisfactory to the committee. 

(c) In accord with the provisions of 
§ 932.55(b), any handler may use proc- 
essed olives in the production of pack- 
aged olives for repackaging, and ship 
packaged olives for repackaging, if the 
packaged olives grade U.S. Grade C, as 
defined in the then current U.S. Stand- 
ards for Canned Ripe Olives, except for 
the requirement that the packaged olives 
possess a normal flavor: Provided, That 
the failure to possess a normal flavor is 
due only to excessive sodium chloride. 


E. Add a new § 932.161 reading as fol- 
lows: 


§ 932.161 Reports. 


(a) Reports of olives received. Each 
handler shall submit to the committee, on 
a form provided by the committee, for 
each week (Sunday through Saturday, or 
such other 7-day period for' which the 
handler has submitted a request and re- 
ceived approval from the committee) and 
not later than the fourth day after the 
close of such week, a report showing by 
size designation and culls the respective 
quantities of each variety of olives re- 
ceived. In addition thereto, he shall also 
report the seasonal totals to date of the 
report. 

(b) Sales reports. Each handler shail 
submit to the committee, on a form pro- 
vided by the committee, for each month 
and not later than the 10th day of the 
following month, a report showing his 
total sales of packaged olives by States of 
destination. Sales shall be reported by 
States separately in following categories: 
(1) Whole and whole pitted canned ripe 
olives in consumer size containers; (2) 
whole and whole pitted canned ripe olives 
in institutional size containers; (3) chop- 
ped and minced canned ripe olives in all 
types of containers; and (4) halved and 
sliced canned ripe olives in all types of 
containers. The quantity in each category 
shall be reported in terms of the equiva- 
lent number of cases of 24 No. 300 (300 x 
407) size cans. 

(c) Report of handler’s utilization of 
limited size olives. Each handler shall 
submit to the committee, on a form pro- 
vided by the committee, upon completion 
of the handler’s canning season, but not 
later than August 1st of each crop year, 
a report showing the quantities of limit- 
ed canning size olives used in (1) whole 
and whole pitted style canned ripe olives: 
(2) halved; (3) sliced; (4) chopped and 
minced; (5) Spanish olives; (6) Sicilian 
style olives; (7) Greek style olives; (8) 
Olive oil; (9) olives dumped; and (10) 
any other use (specify such use). 

All persons who desire to submit writ- 
ten data, views, or arguments for con- 
sideration in connection with the pro- 
posal may file the same, in quadruplicate, 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Room 112, Administra- 
tion Building, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
not later than the 7th day after publi- 
cation of the notice in the FepErat REcIs- 
TER. All written submissions made pur- 
suant to this notice will be made avail- 
able for public inspection at the office of 
the Hearing Clerk during regular busi- 
ness hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

Dated: September 20, 1968. 

Pau. A. NICHOLSON, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and 
Vegetable Division, Consumer 
and Marketing Service. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11680; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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[7 CFR Part 1040] 
[Docket No. AO-225-A21] 


MILK IN SOUTHERN MICHIGAN 
MARKETING AREA 


Decision on Proposed Amendments 
to Tentative Marketing Agreement 
and to Order 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri- 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), 'a public hear- 
ing was held at Lansing, Mich., on Aug- 
ust 6, 1968, pursuant to notice thereof 
issued on July 24, 1968 (33 F.R. 10747). 

Upon the basis of the evidence intro- 
duced at the hearing and the record 
thereof, the Deputy Administrator, 
Regulatory Programs, on August 29, 1968 
(33 F.R. 12576; F.R. Doc. 68-10697) filed 
with the Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, his recommended deci- 
sion containing notice of the opportunity 
to file written exceptions thereto. 

The material issues, findings and 
conclusions, rulings, and general find- 
ings of the recommended decision (33 
FR. 12576; F.R. Doc. 68-10697) are 
hereby approved and adopted and are 
set forth in full herein subject to the fol- 
lowing modifications: 

1. Under the “Findings and Conclu- 
sions”, the 17th paragraph and the first 
sentence of the 19th paragraph are 
revised. 

The material issue on the record of 
the hearing relates to proposed revision 
of the basis of qualifying supply plants 
for pooling, including the method of 
computing the “call percentage.” 


FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 


The following findings and conclusions 
on the material issue is based on evi- 
dence presented at the hearing and the 
record thereof: 

The minimum delivery requirements 
for pooling supply plants should be 
revised. 

Under normal circumstances, a sup- 
ply plant that ships as fluid milk prod- 
ucts to pool distributing plants 40 per- 
cent of its producer milk receipts during 
each of the months of October through 
March and 30 percent of such receipts 
during each of the other months of the 
year should be eligible for pooling. Sup- 
ply plants which qualify as pool plants 
during October through March should 
be permitted to retain pool status during 
the next April through September pro- 
vided any applicable “call percentage” 
is met. 

Nine local cooperatives, representing 
90 percent of the producers regularly 
supplying the Southern Michigan mar- 
ket, jointly proposed to revise supply 
plant shipping requirements as a basis 
for pooling. Under the proposals the 
minimum requirement of delivery to pool 
distributing plants would be 50 percent of 
producer receipts at the supply plant 
each month October through March and 
40 percent of receipts each month April 
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through September. Any plant qualified 
for pooling in each month October 
through March could remain quali- 
fied for the following April through 
September. 

Proponents’ main purpose is to insure 
that all suppliers of milk to pool dis- 
tributing plants for fluid use shall fur- 
nish such milk on a reasonably propor- 
tionate basis if they are to share 
uniformly in the pool proceeds. 

The basic minimum monthly supply 
plant shipping requirement for pool 
plant status should be 40 percent of re- 
ceipts each month October through 
March and 30 percent each month April 
through September. This compares with 
a minimum 25 percent of monthly re- 
ceipts for each month under the present 
order. Whenever the “call percentage” 
(later discussed) is higher than the min- 
imum percentage required, it should be- 
come the minimum to be met. Any plant 
qualified for pooling each month Oc- 
tober through March should be permitted 
automatic pool status in the following 
April-September period. These provi- 
sions would have the effect of increasing 
somewhat the basic shipping require- 
ments and also would lengthen the fall- 
winter period of shipment as a basis for 
automatic pooling in the following spring 
and summer months. 

The Southern Michigan market has 
experienced a steady, 3-year downtrend 
in milk production. Deliveries in 1966 
were 6.66 percent below the previous 
year. Similarly, deliveries in 1967 were 
5.52 percent below 1966 and deliveries 
during the first 5 months of 1968 were 
5.64 percent below the comparable period 
of 1967. This trend is causing a greater 
use of supply plant milk to accommodate 
bottling needs, particularly from Octo- 
ber through March. 

The transfers to pool distributing 
plants made by supply plants during the 
past 12 months were indicated in the 
record. The percentage of total plant 
receipts transferred by Southern Michi- 
gan supply plants to pool distributing 
plants during the 12 months ended 
with June this year ranged from 18.44 
percent in June to 40.21 percent last 
November. The average of monthly ship- 
ments October through March consti- 
tuted approximately 36 percent of sup- 
ply plant receipts. These data include 
the actual shipments made from supply 
plants but do not represent the total of 
supplies furnished bottling plants, par- 
ticularly the amounts furnished by co- 
operatives which operate supply plants. 
Most of the Michigan cooperatives sup- 
ply, in addition, large proportions of 
their member producer milk on a direct- 
ship basis and only supplement such 
deliveries with supply plant milk. It is 
on the combined shipments of not less 
than 50 percent of member producer 
milk (direct and through plants) that 
their supply plants currently are quali- 
fied for pooling. 

Other factors also point to future in- 
creases in shipments from individual 
supply plants. These are the decrease in 
the number of supply plants, with larger 
shipments being made from those re- 
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maining, and the virtual disappearance 
of Grade B milk available for conversion 
to direct-ship Grade A in Michigan. 
Based on these circumstances and the 
lower production level of recent years 
(affecting both direct-shinp and supply 
plant milk) in relation to Class I sales, 
producers provided an unchallenged esti- 
mate that more than 50 percent of 
“available” supply plant receipts will be 
needed in each month of the October-— 
March period to satisfy the future bot- 
tling needs of distributing plants. 

Although some increase in the mini- 
mum shipment requirement for supply 
plant pooling is appropriate, a minimum 
as high as proposed by producers is not 
needed to draw adequate quantities from 
such plants. 

Producers’ request contemplated that 
receipts available for shipment from any 
supply plant would be a net quantity 
after allowing for any use of milk for 
cottage cheese manufacture at the plant. 
Their support for a set-aside for milk 
used in cottage cheese was based on the 
fact that milk for such use returns to 
producers a price higher than the price 
for reserve milk. Such use, in the aggre- 
gate, is about 10 percent of Class I dis- 
position. 

No set-aside for this use at supply 
plants should be considered, however, in 
computing the amounts of milk available 
for shipment to bottling plants. While 
Class II use provides a slightly higher 
return to producers than Class III, or 
reserve milk, graded milk is not required 
for cottage cheese in this market. Reg- 
ulated handlers not choosing to use grad- 
ed milk may use ingredients, such as 
nonfat dry milk, shipped in from distant 
sources for this purpose. 

To set aside graded milk at supply 
plants which could be used in higher- 
valued Class I use for its small extra value 
over the manufacturing price for use in 
cottage cheese also would be inconsistent 
with efficient utilization of market sup- 
plies which is an important factor under- 
lying appropriate pooling requirements. 
It is reasonable to allow, however, as the 
present order does, for the plant opera- 
tor’s own packaged Class I sales, since he 
should not be required to give priority to 
the Class I needs of others over his own. 

Also, the presence of a “call percent- 
age” provision to require additional 
quantities shipped when direct-ship sup- 
plies are particularly short of Class I 
needs likewise lessens the necessity for a 
minimum performance standard as high 
as that proposed by producers. It is ap- 
propriate to have a more flexible arrange- 
ment in this market, while at the same 
time setting a minimum standard suffi- 
cient to discourage pool-riding by opera- 
tors who may have little interest in giving 
full supply service to distributing plants 
and thus minimize the burden of milk 
handling upon regular suppliers. 

Supply plant shipment requirements of 
not less than 40 percent of producer re- 
ceipts in the October—March period and 
not less than 30 percent in the April- 
September period are reflective of the 
market’s needs for additional supply 
plant milk. Such minimums will help in- 
sure that all suppliers provide for such 
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needs on a more nearly proportionate 
basis in order to share in the pool pro- 
ceeds. Suppliers who are furnishing well 
over 50 percent of their total available 
milk now should not be placed in the po- 
sition of furnishing even greater quan- 
tities while other supply plant operators 
continue to qualify plants on as little as 
25 percent of plant receipts over a period 
of a few months of the year. Adoption 
of the new minimum standards will tend 
to spread the responsibility of meeting 
the needs of the Class I market among 
all who participate in the pool. 

In consideration of the prevailing mar- 
ket utilization patterns, the minimum 
requirement of 40 percent shipment in 
October through March adopted is rea- 
sonably related to the basic 50 percent 
minimum for short production months 
in Ohio markets to the south and the 
basic 40 percent requirement in the Chi- 
cago Regional order for the short produc- 
tion months in that market (the latter 
percentage may be adjusted up or down 
in a range of 10 points depending on 
short-run supply conditions). 

Producers further requested that the 
months of highest minimum delivery per- 
centage be extended to October—March 
in lieu of October—January. This is rea- 
sonable in view of the relative consis- 
tency of monthly Class I utilization in 
relation to receipts. The spread between 
the lowest and highest month’s Class I 
utilization is about nine percent, a nar- 
rower range than is the case in markets 
to the south and west. Consequently, the 
need for substantial supply plant ship- 
ments extends over a longer period of 
the year than in many other markets. 
It is appropriate, therefore, to apply the 
40 percent minimum requirement Oc- 
tober through March, with automatic 
qualification for the remainder of the 
year for plants pooling October through 
March. The minimum percentage for new 
plants entering the market in months 
other than October through March would 
be 10 percent less, or 30 percent of 
receipts. 

Two cooperatives, one a bargaining as- 
sociation and the other a plant-operat- 
ing association, proposed a system, or 
unit, basis for pooling qualification of 
a plant in the marketing area operated 
by one of such associations. This pro- 
posal should be adopted. 

Both such cooperatives are long-time 
suppliers of the Southern Michigan mar- 
ket. One now has and the other in the 
past has had its own Class I outlets for 
member milk. The higher minimum de- 
livery percentage adopted herein will 
make qualification of the plant on such 
basis greatly more difficult. To continue 
to maintain pool qualification for the 
plant it would be necessary for the co- 
operatives to transfer milk back and 
forth between them. Such transfers 
necessarily would occur within the same 
week as fluid needs fluctuate on a daily 
basis. This practice would involve, how- 
ever, extra hauling cost to the proponent 
cooperatives and would tend to reduce 
net producer returns. 

The order should not place undue bur- 
den upon the cooperatives to qualify the 
milk at this plant which, because of its 
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location, is so important to the opera- 
tions of both cooperatives and to han- 
dlers in the western side of the market. 
The plant involved is regarded as an 
essential outlet for reserve milk supplies 
of the bargaining cooperative and of such 
handlers. It is also a ready source of 
supply for any part of the Class I market 
when additional milk above direct-ship 
supplies is needed. 

A provision which would permit quali- 
fication of the plant on the basis of the 
aggregate operations of the two coopera- 
tives is reasonable to promote the orderly 
marketing of producer milk having long- 
term association with the Southern 
Michigan market. However, certain 
measures of identification of such a plant 
were suggested in the exceptions in order 
to relate qualification to the particular 
function served in the market. These 
measures were location in the marketing 
area and some demonstration of continu- 
ing market association. For this reason, 
the basis of qualification is revised to 
apply to a plant located in the marketing 
area which has met the delivery per- 
formance requirements for pooling for 
12 consecutive months. 

In view of the shortening supply situ- 
ation in the market during the past 3 
years, the plant’s supply of milk should 
be encouraged to remain in the market. 
If not qualified for pooling, the coopera- 
tive would be forced to seek a distant 
market in Indiana or Ohio, in order to 
keep returns to members competitive 
with those of pooled producers. This 
would not provide the lowest cost outlet 
for the member producers and would not 
promote orderly marketing. 

The bargaining cooperative disposes of 
70-80 percent of its member milk for 
Class I use. When combined with mem- 
ber milk of the other cooperative, such 
Class I use represents in excess of 50 
percent of aggregate member deliveries. 
This is sufficient to indicate their pri- 
mary interest in this market for member 
milk and warrants a provision for pool- 
ing on the basis of joint performance. 

As a measure of performance it is pro- 
vided that together they must maintain 
in pool distributing plants at least 50 
percent of their combined member milk 
at all times. 

Plants could continue, as presently 
provided in the order, to meet the mini- 
mum performance percentage on a unit 
delivery, or system, basis under certain 
conditions in the interest of efficient 
handling of milk. For the same reason 
the order should continue to allow any 
operating cooperative to qualify its sup- 
ply plant on the basis that the coopera- 
tive regularly furnishes pool distributing 
plants with at least 50 percent of its 
member producer milk either by direct 
delivery or from its plant. 

Because of the expanded nature of the 
milkshed, the high degree of mobility of 
milk and the market choices available to 
supply plants, a corollary provision also 
should be included to make clear that a 
plant automatically qualified as a pool 
plant may be withdrawn from the mar- 
ket if the operator so chooses. Such plant 
could regain pool plant status at any 
time by meeting the minimum monthly 


shipping requirements. However, to re- 
gain status under unit pooling, or as the 
plant of a cooperative qualifying on the 
combined shipments of direct-ship and 
plant supplies under § 1040.16(b) (2) or 
(3), the minimum shipment require- 


ments should be met for at least 6 con- 
secutive months. This will help insure 
regularity of association of the plant 
with the market as a basis for sharing 
in the pool proceeds. 

The “call percentage’ applicable to 
supply plant shipments should be modi- 
fied 


The nine proponent cooperatives pro- 
posed revision of the method of com- 
puting the “call percentage”. Their pur- 
pose was to extend its application to each 
month of the year rather than to the 
months of August through March. Also, 
they would base computation of the per- 
centage on the need for supply plant sup- 
plies at all pool distributing plants rather 
than on the needs at those pool distrib- 
uting plants which mainly rely on sup- 
ply plant milk rather than direct-ship 
milk. 

In this market a few pool distributing 
plants depend heavily upon plant supply 
milk, but most such plants receive direct- 
ship producer milk to fulfill the major 
part of their supply needs. With the 
decrease in total production in recent 
years, however, these plants have become 
increasingly dependent on supply plant 
milk on a sporadic basis. This need has 
been enhanced further by the 5-day 
bottling week, with little bottling on 
Wednesdays and Sundays. In view of the 
relatively even utilization pattern 
throughout the year, the need for extra 
milk on a temporary basis may occur in 
any month and for any distributing 
plant. 

The call percentage consequently 
should be updated to reflect the overall 
needs of the fluid market above mini- 
mum shipment requirements. The obliga- 
tion to supply the fluid needs of the mar- 
ket should extend beyond the minimum 
requirements for pooling when the need 
arises. 

The desired amount may be measured 
appropriately by computing the quantity 
over and above the sum of direct-ship de- 
liveries and minimum required shipments 
from supply plants relative to Class I 
requirements of bottling plants, includ- 
ing a 15 percent reserve. In computing 
available milk at supply plants for this 
purpose, allowance would be made for 
the Class I packaged sales made directly 
from supply plants, but not for milk used 
to produce cottage cheese (Class II) as 
such plants for the reason, earlier stated, 
that nonfat dry milk may be substituted 
for producer milk in the manufacture of 
cottage cheese by regulated handlers. 

The plus balance remaining would rep- 
resent the added milk over minimum re- 
quired shipments to be shipped by sup- 
ply plants for pool plant status during 
the month. 

Producers proposed to remove from the 
order the provision which permits a co- 
operative’s supply plant to qualify for 
pooling by supplying at least 50 percent 
of the milk received at all pool distribut- 
ing plants. Similarly, they would remove 
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the provision under which a cooperative 
may qualify a plant by furnishing at least 
two-thirds of its member producer milk 
by direct delivery to pool plants. Coop- 
eratives are in position to qualify plants 
for pooling under the alternative meth- 
ods provided. The provisions in question 
are not needed and therefore are deleted. 

Apart from the change relating to 
plant identification, as described above, 
other changes from the recommended 
decision are made for the purpose of clar- 
ifying and simplifying order language. 

A handler proposed adoption of a def- 
inition of “reload point”, i.e., a transfer 
point for reloading milk from farm tank 
trucks to an over-the-road tanker. The 
purpose of proponent was to insure that 
a reload point is not regarded on the 
same basis as a supply plant under the 
location pricing or supply plant pooling 
provisions. 

After review of the present order, it 
is concluded that no reference to reload 
point is necessary. The definitions of 
“supply plant” and “pool plant” are 
clear that they do not embrace reload 
points for location pricing or meeting 
plant pooling requirements. There was no 
indication in the record that an interpre- 
tative problem had arisen in this regard. 
Accordingly, a definition of reload point 
is not adopted. 

Another handler proposed that any 
proprietary handler be afforded the op- 
portunity to qualify a supply plant as a 
pool plant on the basis of direct-deliver- 
ies to pool distributing plants as well as 
shipments from the plant, in the same 
manner as cooperatives. This proposal 
should not be adopted. 

A cooperative may qualify member 
milk attached to its supply plant on the 
basis of a combination of direct deliver- 
ies and plant shipments because of its 
particular function of making its supplies 
available to handlers generally, furnish- 
ing their needs in the amounts and at 
the times desired. Cooperatives are the 
marketing agents for members and are 
in position to control delivery of milk to 
handlers for its efficient allocation and 
utilization, or disposition of the milk to 
other outlets when handlers do not need 
the milk. This type of service is made 
widely available to proprietary handlers. 

Contrarily, the proprietary handler 
does not have producers as “members” 
and does not have control over the dis- 
position of their milk. Normally, his in- 
terest is not similar to that of the co- 
operative in providing supply service to 
the market generally. It should be noted, 
however, that to qualify a plant on the 
basis of combination shipments, the co- 
operatives must make a somewhat 
greater total commitment to supply the 
market than is required of proprietary 
handlers. Cooperatives must furnish at 
least 50 percent of their total member 
milk as compared to the lower 40-30 per- 
cent of producer milk commitment re- 
quired of the proprietary plant. 


RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND 
CONCLUSIONS 


Briefs and proposed findings and con- 
clusions were filed on behalf of certain 
interested parties. These briefs, proposed 
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findings and conclusions and the evi- 
dence in the record were considered in 
making the findings and conclusions set 
forth above. To the extent that the sug- 
gested findings and conclusions filed by 
interested parties are inconsistent with 
the findings and conclusions set forth 
herein, the requests to make such find- 
ings or reach such conclusions are denied 
for the reasons previously stated in this 
decision. 
GENERAL FINDINGS 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter- 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determina- 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af- 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market- 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in- 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public in- 
terest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re- 
spective classes of industrial and com- 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 


RULINGS ON EXCEPTIONS ™* 


In arriving at the findings and con- 
clusions, and the regulatory provisions of 
this decision, each of the exceptions re- 
ceived was carefully and fully considered 
in conjunction with the record evidence 
pertaining thereto. To the extent that 
the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision are 
at variance with any of the exceptions, 
such exceptions are hereby overruled for 
the reasons previously stated in this de- 
cision. 


MARKETING AGREEMENT AND ORDER 


Annexed hereto and made a part here- 
of are two documents entitled respec- 
tively, “Marketing Agreement Regulat- 
ing the Handling of Milk in the Southern 

*Michigan Marketing Area”, and “Order 
Amending the Order Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in-the Southern Miehi- 
gan Marketing Area”, which have been 
decided upon as the detailed and appro- 
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priate means of effectuating the forego- 
ing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the FrepERaL 
REGISTER. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 


DETERMINATION OF REPRESENTATIVE 
PERIOD 


The month of June 1968 is hereby 
determined to be the representative ‘pe- 
riod for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the issuance of the attached 
order, as amended and as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended, regulating the 
handling of milk in the Southern Mich- 
igan marketing area, is approved or 
favored by producers, as defined under 
the terms of the order, as amended and 
as hereby proposed to be amended, and 
who, during such representative period, 
were engaged in the production of milk 
for sale within the aforesaid marketing 
area. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 23, 1968. 


ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 
Secretary. 


Order’ Amending the Order Regulating 
the Handling of Milk in the South- 
ern Michigan Marketing Area 


§ 1040.0 Findings and determinations. 


The findings and determinations here- 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi- 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determi- 
nations set forth herein. 


(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi- 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern- 
ing the formulation of marketing agree- 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Southern Michigan market- 
ing area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the rec- 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as _ hereby 
amended, and all of the terms and con- 
ditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 


1This order shall not become effective 
unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov- 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 
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(2) The parity prices of milk, as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole- 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity spec- 
ified in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is there- 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec- 
tive date hereof, the handling of milk in 
the Southern Michigan marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in com- 
pliance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended and as 
hereby amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar- 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Deputy Adminis- 
trator, Regulatory Programs, on August 
29, 1968, and published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on September 5, 1968 (33 F.R. 
12576; F.R. Doc. 68—-10697) shall be and 
are the terms and provisions of this 
order, and are set forth in full herein 
subject to revisions of § 1040.16(b) (1) 
and (3) and § 1040.17. 

1. In § 1040.16 paragraph (b) is revised 
to read as follows: 


§ 1040.16 Pool plant. 


+ * ” * a 


(b) A supply plant which during the 
month meets one of the performance re- 
quirements specified in subparagraphs 
(1), (2), or (3) of this paragraph and 
any applicable call percentage: Provided, 
That all supply plants which are op- 
erated by one handler, or all the supply 
plants for which a handler is responsible 
for meeting the performance require- 
ments of this paragraph (b) under a 
marketing agreement certified to the 
market administrator by both parties, 
may be considered as a unit for the pur- 
pose of meeting the performance require- 
ments of subparagraphs (1), (2), or (3) 
of this paragraph upon written notice to 
the market administrator specifying the 
plants to be considered as a unit and the 
period during which such consideration 
shall apply. Such notice and notice of 
any change in designation, shall be fur- 
nished on or before the fifth working day 
following the month to which the notice 
applies. In any months of April through 
September a unit shall not contain any 
plant which was not qualified under this 
paragraph either individually or as a 
member of a unit during the previous 
October through March. 

(1) A plant from which the milk 
moved during the month to a distribut- 
ing plant(s) qualified under paragraph 
(a) of this section is not less than 40 per- 
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cent or the call percentage, whichever is 
higher, in any month October through 
March, and 30 percent or the call per- 
centage, whichever is higher, in any 
month April through September, of the 
following net quantity: subtract from 
the monthly receipts of Grade A milk 
at the plant (including receipts for which 
a@ cooperative association is the handler 
pursuant to § 1040.7(c)), (i) any receipts 
by transfer or diversion from another 
plant, and (ii) any milk utilized by the 
handler operating the plant qualifying 
pursuant to this paragraph for his own 
Class I disposition in consumer packages. 
If such plant has met the required per- 
centage during each of the months of 
October through March, it shall remain 
qualified under this subparagraph for 
each of the following months of April 
through September during which it 
meets any announced call percentage. 

(2) A plant operated by a cooperative 
association which supplies distributing 
plants qualified under paragraph (a) of 
this section, either by shipment from 
such supply plant or by direct delivery 
from the farm, (i) not less than one-half 
of its total member producer milk in the 
current month, or (ii) if such plant were 
qualified under~this subparagraph in 
each of the preceding 13 months, not less 
than one-half of its total member pro- 
ducers’ milk for the second through the 
13th preceding months, except that in 
either case an announced call percentage 
exceeding 50 percent in the current 
month must be met. 

(3) A plant located in the marketing 
area operated by a cooperative associa- 
tion, which plant has been a pool plant 
for 12 consecutive months but is not 
otherwise qualified under this paragraph, 
on meeting the following conditions: 

(i) The cooperative has a marketing 
agreement with another cooperative 
whose members deliver at least 50 per- 
cent of their milk during the month di- 
rectly to distributing plant(s) qualified 
under paragraph (a) of this section; and 

(ii) The aggregate monthly quantity 
supplied by both such cooperatives to 
such distributing plants either by ship- 
ment from the cooperative’s plant or by 
direct delivery from farms is not less than 
50 percent or the call percentage, which- 
ever is higher, of the combined total of 
their member producer milk deliveries 
during the month. 

(4) On written request by the handler 
or cooperative for the nonpool status of 
any plant automatically qualified as a 
pool plant under this paragraph April 
through September, made to the market 
administrator prior to the beginning of 
any month during such period, the plant 
shall be a nonpool plant for such month 
and thereafter until it requalifies under 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph on 
the basis of actual shipments therefrom. 
To requalify as a pool plant under sub- 
paragraph (2) or (3) of this paragraph 
or on a unit basis, such plant must first 
have met the shipping requirements of 
subparagraph (1) of this paragraph for 
6 consecutive months. 


2.*Section 1040.17 is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 1040.17 Call percentage. 


“Call percentage” means the monthly 
percentage computed by the market ad- 
ministrator as follows: 

(a) Estimate the aggregate pounds of 
Class I milk utilization for the month, 
including an additional 15 percent there- 
of as an operating margin, at pool dis- 
tributing plants; 

(b) Subtract therefrom the estimated 
pounds of milk which will be received at 
pool distributing plants during the month 
directly from producers’ farms and from 
cooperative associations pursuant to 
§ 1040.7(c) ; and 

(c) Divide any plus balance of esti- 
mated Class I milk remaining by the 
estimated receipts of producer milk for 
the month at the supply plants. 

(d) The announcement of the call per- 
centage shall be made on or before the 
lst day of the month to which it applies 
and shall set forth the data on which the 
estimates of Class I utilization and pro- 
ducer milk supplies are based, together 
with appropriate explanatory comments 
on the computations involved; and 

(e) The market administrator may re- 
duce the call percentage at any time dur- 
ing the month if he determines that more 
milk than is needed for Class I wife is 
being delivered to pool distributing 
plants. Any such reduction shall not re- 
sult in a percentage requirement less 


than 40 in any month October through 
March. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-11696; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Part 511 
CANNED CARROTS 


Identity Standard; Optional Use of 
Certain Calcium Salts 


Notice is given that a petition has been 
filed by Libby, McNeill & Libby, 200 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60604, 
proposing that the standard of identity 
for canned vegetables other than those 
specifically regulated (21 CFR 51.990) be 
amended to permit the optional addition 
to canned carrots of purified calcium 
chloride, calcium sulfate, calcium citrate, 
monocalcium phosphate, or any mixture 
of two or more such calcium salts, in a 
quantity reasonably necessary to firm 
the carrots, but in no case in a quantity 
such that the calcium contained in any 
such salt or mixture is more than 0.036 
percent of the weight of the finished 
food. 


Grounds given in the petition in sup- 
port of the proposal are that canned car- 
rots with the added calcium salt have 
more consumer appeal in regard to ap- 
pearance and texture than the same food 
without the added calcium salt. 
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Accordingly, it is proposed that § 51.990 
be amended by adding a new subdivision 
to paragraph (c) (6) and by revising par- 
agraph (f) (7), as follows: 


§ 51.990 Canned vegetables other than 
those specifically regulated; identity ; 
label statement of optional ingredi- 
ents. 

+ * * . > 


(c) *- t+ Ff 

(6) * 2 ¢ 

(iv) In the case of carrots, purified 
calcium chloride, calcium sulfate, cal- 
cium. citrate, monocalcium phosphate, or 
any mixture of two or more such calcium 
salts, in a quantity reasonably necessary 
to firm the carrots, but in no case in a 
quantity such that the calcium contained 
in any such salt or mixture is more than 
0.036 percent by weight of the finished 
food. 

7 = . 7” os 

Gg *.3 

(7) If one or more of the optional in- 
gredients specified in paragraph (c) (6) 
(i), Gi), and (iv) of this section are 
present, the label shall bear the state- 
ee | eee added” or 
“With added trace of _........... ,” the 
blank being filled in with the words “cal- 
cium salt” or “calcium salts,” as the case 
may be, or with the name or names of 


the particular calcium salt or salts 
added. 


* * * * * 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
401, 701, 52 Stat. 1046, 1055, as amended 
70 Stat. 919, 72 Stat. 948; 21 U.S.C. 341, 
371) and in accordance with the author- 
ity delegated to the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs (21 CFR 2.120), all in- 
terested persons are invited to submit 
their views in writing (preferably in 
quintuplicate) regarding this proposal 
within 30 days following the date of pub- 
lication of this notice in the FPErpEra. 
Recister. Such views and comments 
should be addresed to the Hearing Clerk, 


Department of Health, Education, and — 


Welfare, Room 5440, 330 Independence 
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20201, 
and may be accompanied by a memoran- 
dum or brief in support thereof. 


Dated: September 17, 1968. 


J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner, 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11697; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Federal Aviation Administration 
[14 CFR Parts 71, 751 
[Airspace Docket No. 68-SW-54] 
FEDERAL AIRWAYS AND JET ROUTES 
Proposed Alteration and Designation 


The Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) is considering amendments to 
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Parts 71 and 75 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations that would alter and desig- 
nate certain VOR Federal airways and 
jet routes in the Greater Houston, Tex., 
terminal area. 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rule making by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket num- 
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the 
Director, Southwest Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia- 
tion Administration, Post Office Box 
1689, Fort Worth, Tex. 76101. All com- 
munications received within 30 days after 
publication of this notice in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER Will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendments. 
The proposals contained in this Notice 
may be changed in the light of comments 
received. 

An official docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Federal Aviation Administration, Office 
of the General Counsel, Attention: Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. An informal 
docket also will be available for exami- 
nation at the office of the Regional Air 
Traffic Division Chief. 

The FAA is considering the commis- 
sioning of a new VORTAC in the vicinity 
of Humble, Tex., at lat. 29°57'23’’ N., 
long. 95°20'43’’ W. Associated with the 
commissioning of this new navigational 
aid, the following airspace actions are 
proposed: 

1. Realign V—15 segment from Houston 
with a 1,200-foot AGL floor via Navasota, 
Tex., to College Station, Tex. 

2. Realign V-477 segment from Hous- 
ton with a 1,200-foot AGL floor via 
Humble to Leona, Tex., including a 1,200- 
foot AGL west alternate from Houston 
to Leona via Navasota, and a 1,200-foot 
AGL east alternate from Humble to 
Leona via the intersection of Humble 
358° T (350° M) and Leona 140° T 
(132° M) radials. 

3. Designate V—70 north alternate seg- 
ment from Palacios, Tex., to Sabine Pass, 
Tex., with a 1,200-foot AGL floor via 
Humble. 

4. Realign V-20 north alternate seg- 
ment from Palacios to Houston with a 
1,200-foot AGL floor via the intersection 
of Palacios 035° T (026° M) and Houston 
252° T (244° M) radials. 

5. Extend V-198 airway from Houston 
to Jacksonville, Fla., with a 1,200-foot 
AGL floor via intersection of Houston 
090° T (082° M) and Sabine Pass 265° T 
(258° M) radials; Sabine Pass; White 
Lake, La.; Tibby, La.; Harvey, La.; in- 
tersection of Harvey 073° T (067° M) and 
Brookley, Ala.; 240° T (236° M) radials; 
Brookley; 6 miles wide Navy Saufley, 
Fla.; 6 miles wide intersection Navy 
Saufley 047° T (043° M) and Crestview, 
Fla., 251° T (248° M) radials; 6 miles 
wide Crestview; Marianna, Fla.; Talla- 
hassee, Fla.; Greenville, “la.; 18 miles, 6 
miles wide Taylor, Fla., including a 1,200- 


‘foot AGL north alternate segment from 


Eagle Lake, Tex., to Sabine Pass via 
Humble. 

6. Realign V-—13 segment from Houston 
to Lufkin, Tex., with a 1,200-foot AGL 
floor via Humble, including an east alter- 
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nate with a 1,200-foot AGL floor from 
Houston to Lufkin via Daisetta, Tex., and 
a west alternate with a 1,200-foot AGL 
floor from Humble to Lufkin via the 
intersection of Humble 358° T (350° M) 
and Lufkin 219° T (211° M) radials. 

7. Realign V-—222 segment from Indus- 
try, Tex., to Lake Charles, La., with a 
1,200-foot AGL floor via Humble and 
Beaumont, Tex., including a north alter- 
nate with a 1,200-foot AGL floor from 
Humble to Lake Charles, via Daisetta. 

8. Revoke V-22 airway from Houston 
to Jacksonville this airway is replaced 
by the proposed extension of V—198. 

9. Designate a new VOR Federal air- 
way from Navasota with a 1,200-foot 
AGL floor to Sabine Pass, via Humble. 

10. Realign Jet Route No. 86 segment 
from Austin, Tex., to Grand Isle, La., 
via Humble. 

11. Realign Jet Route No. 15 segment 
from Austin direct to Humble. 

12. Realign Jet Route No. 2 segment 
from San Antonio, Tex., to Lake Charles, 
via Humble. 

13. Extend Jet Route No. 138 from 
San Antonio direct to Houston. 

14. Realign Jet Route No. 29 segment 
from Houston to Lufkin via the intersec- 
tion of Houston 348° T (340° M) and 
Lufkin 204° T (196° M) radials. 

15. Realign Jet Route No. 101 segment 
from Lufkin direct to Humble. 

16. Realign Jet Route No. 87 segment 
from Humble direct to Greater South- 
west, Tex. 

The new Houston Intercontinental 
Airport is scheduled to commence opera- 
tion during January 1969. The above- 
proposed airspace actions associated 
with the proposed commissioning of the 
Humble VORTAC are designed to facili- 
tate the movement of instrument flight 
rule air traffic into and from this new 
Houston Airport and the en route traffic 
in the Greater Houston terminal area. 

These amendments are proposed un- 
der the authority of section 307(a) of the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 
1348). 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep- 
tember 24, 1968. 


H. B. HELstTrRom, 
Chief, Airspace and Air 
Traffic Rules Division, 


[FP.R. Doc. 68-11773; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:50 a.m.] 





Office of the Secretary 


[49 CFR Part 239] 
[OST Docket No. 7; Notice 3A] 


NORTH DAKOTA 


Relocation of Standard Time Zone 
Boundary 


On March 24, 1967, the Governor of 
North Dakota petitioned the Depart- 
ment of Transportation to amend 
§ 239.5(a) of Title 49 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations, to move the bound- 
ary between the mountain standard time 
zone and the central standard time zone 
in an easterly direction to accommodate 
the historical pattern of time observation 
in North Dakota. 
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Section 239.5(a) describes the present 
boundary between the mountain stand- 
ard time zone and the central standard 
time zone, in pertinent part, as follows: 

Beginning on the boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at the inter- 
section of the boundary line between North 
Dakota and Montana, thence south along 
the west border of North Dakota to the main 
line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & 
Pacific Railway at Montline, thence east and 
north of, and parallel with said Chicago, 
Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific Railway to the 
South Dakota State line, thence east along 
such State line to the main channel of the 
Missouri River. 


The Governor’s petition proposed that 
the boundary between the mountain 
standard and central standard time 
zones be moved east to include within 
the mountain standard time zone those 
North Dakota counties which have his- 
torically observed mountain standard 
time. 

As a result of the petition, the General 
Counsel of the Department of Trans- 
portation, on August 9, 1967 (32 FR. 
11378), published a notice of proposed 
rule making requesting comments on the 
proposal contained in the Governor’s 
petition. 

The comments received in response to 
the notice indicated a strong general 
preference for mountain time in the 14 
southwestern counties of the State, but 
were inadequate for determining pre- 
cisely where the line should be drawn. 
As a result of several meetings on the 
subject, the matter was presented to the 
14 southwestern counties as a separate 
time preference ballot along with the 
September 3, 1968, North Dakota primary 
election. The tabulation of ballots con- 
firmed the strong preference for moun- 
tain time indicated by the response to 
the notice of proposed rule making. The 
only areas in which the preference was 
not clear cut occurred in certain areas 
immediately adjacent to the west side of 
the Missouri River. 

Under the auspices of the Governor, 
representatives of the county commis- 
sioners of the counties adjacent to the 
west edge of the Missouri River met with 
representatives of the cities along that 
line. As a result of the meeting, a pro- 
posed line was drawn that took advan- 
tage, wherever possible, of the natural 
boundary of a river. The line thus 
drawn was unanimously recommended 
to the Department by the county 
commissioners. 

Using the recommended line, moun- 
tain time would be observed within the 
area of North Dakota lying westerly and 
southerly of the following described line: 

Commencing at the point where the Mis- 
souri River enters the State of North Dakota; 
thence southerly and easterly along the mid- 
dle of said river to the midpoint of the 
confluence of the Missouri and Yellowstone 
Rivers; thence southerly and easterly along 
the middle of the Yellowstone River to a 
point where said line is intersected by the 
north boundary of T. 150 N., R. 104 W:; 
thence east to the northwest corner of T. 
150 N., R. 102 W.; thence south to the south- 
west corner of T. 149 N., R. 102 W.; thence 
east to the northwest corner of T. 148 N., R. 
102 W.; thence south to the northwest corner 
of T. 147 N., R. 102 W.; thence east to the 
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southwest corner of T. 148 N., R. 101 W.; 
thence south to a point where said line in- 
tersects the midpoint of the Little Missouri; 
thence easterly and northerly along the mid- 
dle of said river to the midpoint of its 
confluence with the Missouri River; thence 
southerly and easterly along the middle of 
the Missouri River to a point where said 
line is intersected by the northern boundary 
of Morton County; thence west along said 
boundary to the northwest corner of T. 140 
N., R. 38 W.; thence south to the southwest 
corner of T. 140 N., R. 83 W.; thence east to 
the southeast corner of T. 140 N.; R. 83 W.; 
thence south to a point where said line inter- 
sects the midpoint of the Heart River; thence 
easterly and northerly along the middle of 
said river to a point where said line is inter- 
sected by the southern boundary of T. 139 
N.; R. 82 W.; thence east to a point where 
said line again intersects the midpoint of 
the Heart River; thence southerly and east- 
erly along said line to the midpoint of the 
confluence of the Heart and Missouri Rivers; 
thence southerly and easterly along the mid- 
dle of the Missouri River to the midpoint of 
the Cannonball River; thence westerly and 
southerly along the middle of said river to 
@ point where the west boundary of T. 131 
N.; R. 84 W.; intersects the midpoint of said 
river; thence south to the southwest corner 
of T. 131 N.; R. 84 W.; thence east to the 
southwest corner of T. 131 N.; R. 80 W.; 
thence south to the South Dakota border. 


As a result of this recommendation to 
the Department and the comments re- 
ceived on the original proposal, the De- 
partment is issuing this modified pro- 
posal for further comment. Before taking 
final action to adopt, deny, or modify 
the proposed boundary, the Department 
will consider any further comments of 
interested persons. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket or 
notice number (see above) and be sub- 
mitted in duplicate to: Docket Clerk: 
Office of the General Counsel; Depart- 
ment of Transportation; Washington, 
D.C. 20590. 

The Department is appreciative of the 
efforts of State officials who have given 
much time and effort toward a solution 
of the problem. Considerable weight 
must be given to the local preferences as 
expressed in the vote and as reflected 
in the proposed line. The Department 
will, based on the vote and the com- 
ments received, attempt to resolve the 
matter so that, if the boundary is to be 
changed, the change may be made effec- 
tive on the date set by law for the 
changeover from daylight saving time, 
October 27, 1968. 

Communications received on or before 
October 21, 1968, and all other petitions 
and communications received before the 
date of tHis notice, will be consiflered by 
the Department before taking final ac- 
tion on the petition. All docketed com- 
ments will be available for examination 
by interested persons, both before and 
after the closing date for comments. 

These proceedings will not concern ad- 
herence to or exemption from advanced 
(daylight saving) time during the sum- 
mer months. The Uniform Time Act re- 
quires observance of advanced time 
within established time zones from the 
last Sunday in April to the last Sunday 
in October, but permits an individual 
State to exempt itself, by law, from ob- 
serving advanced time within the State. 


This proposal is issued under the 
authority of the Act of March 19, 1918, 
chapter 24, as amended by the Uniform 
Time Act of 1966 (15 U.S.C. 260-267) ; 
section 6(e)(5) of the Department of 
Transportation Act (80 Stat. 939, 49 
U.S.C. 1655) ; and 49 CFR, Part 5. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., 
September 23, 1968. 


STANFORD G. Ross, 
General Counsel. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11705; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


[47 CFR Part 73] 
[Docket No. 12782; FCC 68-959] 


COMPETITION AND RESPONSIBILITY 
IN NETWORK TELEVISION BROAD- 
CASTING 


Order for Oral Argument and To 
Invite Further Comment 


1. The Commission’s notice of proposed 
rule making herein was issued on 
March 22, 1965. The time for filing com- 
ments was extended from time to time 
until May 1, 1966. The delay was oc- 
casioned principally for two reasons: 
(1) To permit compilation and release 
of Part II of the Second Interim Report 
of the Office of Network Study (which 
summarized in detail the evidence and 
inferences from the record of the pro- 
gram inquiry on which the Commission’s 
proposal was based) and (2) to allow 
time for the compilation and filing of a 
report relative to the subject matter 
herein by the Arthur D. Little Co., a re- 
search organization dealing with eco- 
nomic matters, at the instance and cost 

. of the three national television networks. 

2. The Little Report was filed on Feb- 
ruary 23, 1966 by the networks as a 
part of the record in this proceeding. 
Largely subsequent to that, formal com- 
ments were filed by 28 parties, including 
networks, stations, public groups, and 
others. A large number of letters were 
received from interested persons and 
placed in the public docket. The writers 
of most of these were informed that their 
letters would be associated with the files 
and their comments given appropriate 
consideration. 

3. The Commission proposal, in gen- 
eral, would (1) restrict the direct finan- 
cial and proprietary control exercised by 
networks over their evening program- 
ing in order to open up some prime time 
on each network for programs controlled 
by persons other than networks; (2) pro- 
hibit networks from engaging in domes- 
tic syndication and from distribution in 
foreign markets of programs which were 
produced by others; (3) prohibit net- 
works from acquiring syndication and 
foreign distribution rights in network 
programs not produced by them and (4) 
require networks to divest themselves of 


on 
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the present syndication and foreign dis- 
tribution rights and interests of the types 
they would be prohibited from acquiring 
under the new rule. 

4. Appended to the notice of proposed 
rule making were a number of tables set- 
ting forth statistical information as to 
financial and proprietary interests of 
networks in the programs which com- 
posed their schedules for a given week 
in November of each year from 1957 
through 1964. Additional information 
has been obtained and compiled which 
bring these figures up through November 
1967. Revised tables setting forth this 
information are being made public at 
the same time as this order. 

5. In its notice of proposed rule making 
the Commission expressed the hope that 
in the comments it would be given the 
benefit of all relevant information and 
data. Also it invited comment, opinions 
and advice not only from network cor- 
porations, licensees, advertisers, program 
producers, and others in the industry 
but also public groups and interested 
members of the public. It was the Com- 
mission’s desire and intention to proceed 
on as broad a base of cogent and relevant 
information as possible. It encouraged 
those commenting to suggest possible al- 
ternative courses of action to achieve the 
objectives sought by the Commission. 

6. In the comments and in the Little 
Report much relevant information and 
data was submitted, both with regard to 
network control of the programs which 
compose their evening schedules and as 
to network rights and interests in domes- 
tic syndication and foreign distribution 
of network programs after their network 
run. The information so provided is, al- 
most exclusively for the period ending 
in 1964. 

7. As noted above, we have obtained 
and published information from the net- 
works bringing the record up to date 
with regard to network financial and 
proprietary control of the programs com- 
posing their schedules. However, as above 
indicated, most of the information and 
data presently before us with regard to 
networks’ rights and interests in domes- 
tic syndication and foreign distribution 
of new program series chosen for network 
exhibition; and concerning networks’ in- 
terests in and shares of syndication and 
foreign distribution markets, has a cutoff 
date as of 1964. 

8. There is no evidence before us, nor 
based on our general information, is 
there any reason to assume that the 
present situation in syndication and 


foreign distribution as regards both _ 


network rights and interests and net- 
work shares in these markets is es- 
sentially different now from what the 
record discloses it to have been at 
and prior to 1964. Hence, unless infor- 
mation and data is presented to us to 
establish the contrary, we shall assume 
that the situation is not materially al- 
tered. Therefore, in the additional com- 
ments and in the oral argument for which 
we provide in this order, the Commission 
seeks and would appreciate further com- 
ment and information and data, if ap- 
propriate and relevant, with regard to 





the situation in these areas in addition 
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to added information and comment, if 
deemed appropriate, with regard to other 
aspects of the matter. 

9. In view of some of the comments 
filed in this proceeding, we wish to spe- 
cifically invite parties to address them- 
selves in further comments and the oral 
argument to the counterproposal sub- 
mitted by the Westinghouse Broadcast- 
ing Co. In general, this proposal would 
prohibit a television station in any of 
the top 50 markets in which there are 
three or more operating television sta- 
tions from contracting with a network 
to carry any regularly scheduled network 
programs more than a total of 3 hours 
between 7 p.m. and 11 p.m. The full text 
of Westinghouse’s proposed rule is set 
forth below as Appendix A. 

10. Several parties have challenged 
the Commission’s jurisdiction to promul- 
gate rules of the type proposed in this 
proceeding. The Commission is of the 
view that it has jurisdiction to promul- 
gate such rules and we have prepared a 
memorandum (Appendix B) which sets 
forth the case for jurisdiction in order to 
afford all parties an opportunity to ad- 
dress themselves to this matter in fur- 
ther comments and the oral argument. 

11. Therefore, it is orderd, That oral 
argument be scheduled herein to begin 
at 10 a.m. on the 16th day of December 
1968 in the Commission’s offices in 
Washington, D.C. At that time all per- 
sons whether or not they have pre- 
viously filed comments in this proceed- 
ing, who have, at least 10 days prior to 
that date, filed a notice in writing with 
the Secretary of the Commission stating 
their intention to participate will be 
heard as time permits. Not less than 30 
days prior to the date of oral argument, 
interested persons including, but not 
limited to, those who previously have 
filed formal comments or submitted let- 


- ters herein, may file comments and sub- 


mit relevant information with regard to 
the subject matter herein. Not less than 
10 days prior to the date of oral argu- 
ment, comments in reply to new com- 
ments or information filed as provided 
above may be submitted to the Commis- 
sion in writing. No extensions of time will 
be granted herein. 


Adopted: September 20, 1968. - 
Released: September 20, 1968. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
CoMMISSION, 
Ben F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 
APPENDIX A 


RULE PROPOSED BY WESTINGHOUSE 
BROADCASTING CO. 


No license shall be granted to a TV broad- 
cast station allocated to serve any of the 
top 50 markets (as listed in FCC Public 
Notice No. 60894 released Dec. 18, 1964) in 
which there are three or more TV stations 
having any contract, arrangement, or un- 
derstanding express or implied, with a na- 
tional TV network organization which, 
except as herein provided, shall authorize, 
require or permit the station to broadcast 
any regularly scheduled commercial network 
programs more than a total of 3 hours be- 
tween 7 p.m. and 11 p.m. local time; pro- 
vided, however, such station, in the exercise 


[SEAL] 
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_ Of its judgment of the public interest, may 
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from time to time make ad hoc contracts, 
arrangements, or understandings, expressed or 
implied, with a network organization to 
broadcast such network's programs in excess 
of 3 hours within such time segment of each 
day, provided such exceptions are limited to 
the following: 

(i) Programs of public significance or of 
national importance, including appearances 
of governmental officials; 

(ii) Programs (live or delayed) present- 
ing qualified candidates for national office 
pursuant to section 315 of the Communica- 
tions Act of 1934, as amended; 

(iii) Live [Programs delayed for a period 
equal to the time zone differential shall be 
considered live] programs depicting impor- 
tant sporting, cultural, and political events, 
the origination and/or duration time of 
which is not within the control of the net- 
work when it is in the public interest to 
broadcast the event as a unit or scenes at 
the time that the event takes place; 

(iv) News programs, including news, his- 
torical and controversial documentary type 
programs, prepared and produced solely by 
the network; and 

(v) Such exceptions as the Commission 
may grant in the public interest upon re- 
quest of a licensee. 


APPENDIX B 


MEMORANDUM CONCERNING JURISDICTION OF 
THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
To REGULATE NETWORK TELEVISION 
LICENSEES 


The question dealt with in this memoran- 
dum is the extent of the authority, if any, 
of the Commission to regulate syndication 
and network program procurement and dis- 
tribution practices of network television 
licensees within the context of the rules 
proposed in Docket No. 12782, which are 
summarized in the accompanying Order for 
Oral Argument and To Invite Further Com- 
ment. Several parties have contended that 
the Commission lacks power to adopt the 
proposed rules, on the theory that they con- 
stitute direct regulation of networks, a mat- 
ter not put within the Commission’s reach 
by Congress. The Commission recognizes 
that it generally has no common carrier or 
licensing authority over networks (except 
as they use radio channels). It may also not 
be authorized by the Communications Act 
to make rules generally regulating the man- 
ner in which networks conduct their busi- 
ness affairs. However, the question presented 
here is the different one of whether the 
Commission has authority to regulate those 
aspects of network operations which may 
impede the ability of individual nonowned 
affiliates and other licensees to operate in 
the public interest. 

We believe that the Communications Act 
provides ample authority for the rules pro- 
posed by us or by the commenting parties. 
That the statute gives the Commission a 
comprehensive mandate to encourage the 
“larger and more effective use of radio in 
the public interest,” if need be by making 
“special regulations applicable to radio sta- 
tions engaged in chain broadcasting” (sec- 
tions 4(i), 303 (g) and (i)), has long been 
clear. National Broadcasting Company v. 
United States, 319 U.S. 190 (1943). That the 
television networks are not only themselves 
“stations engaged in chain broadcasting,” 
but also the key elements in such chain 
broadcasting, is also clear. Our authority to 
regulate chain broadcasting includes, in our 
view, the power to insure that networks fur- 
nishing substantial amounts of programing 
to substantial numbers of stations do not 
artificially impede the stations’ access 
through chain broadcasting to an open flow 
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of programs from diverse sources or other- 
wise impair the stations’ capacity to operate 
in the public interest. 

Our authority has two bases. First, the tele- 
vision networks as licensees are stations en- 
gaged in chain broadcasting. Second, even 
if they were not themselves licensees, 
their tremendous impact upon chain broad- 
casting warrants regulation of their affiliates 
in terms of the sources of programs. 

We thus cannot accept the argument that 
the networks are engaged in chain broad- 
casting only to the extent that their various 
owned stations simultaneously broadcast 
identical programs. It is urged that the net- 
works are not engaged in chain broadcasting 
when they disseminate signals over the con- 
necting lines for broadcast by the affiliates 
because, under the definition of “chain 
broadcasting” contained in section 3(p) of 
the Act, “it is the activity of broadcasting 
identical programs that constitutes ‘chain 
broadcasting’ under the Act” (Brief of Co- 
lumbia Broadcasting System in Docket No. 
12782, p. 6). To look only at the end broad- 
casts by the affiliates, disregarding the ante- 
cedent transmission and role of the network 
itself, would be to ignore both the technical 
and the realistic situation. Moreover, such a 
cramping construction of section 3(p) would 
be contrary to the wording of that section on 
its face, other provisions of the Act, the 
legislative history, and judicial authority. 

Technically, the process of chain broad- 
casting generally begins in the studio of a 
network-owned station. The network studio 
is connected with the facilities of each of the 
owned or affiliated stations through com- 
munications lines leased from the telephone 
company by the network. Whether the net- 
work program being disseminated is live, 
filmed, or on tape, the network transmits a 
signal which is fed both into the network 
station’s transmitter for direct broadcast to 
the public served by that station and also 
into a coaxial cable running between the 
network studio and the central distribution 
facilities of the telephone company. The 
signal continues over the communications 
lines of the telephone company to each of 
the other stations owned by the network or 
on which it has arranged for carriage of the 
program, and is instantaneously relayed to 
the public through the broadcast facilities 
of such stations. 

Thus, the signal disseminated by the net- 
work is broadcast directly by the network 
station involved and simultaneously is re- 
layed by the network over leased connecting 
lines and is broadcast to the public by the 
connected stations. In addition to trans- 
mitting the original signal, it is the network 
which leases and pays for the connecting 
lines the network which sells the affiliates’ 
time to network advertisers and procures 
clearances from the stations ordered, and the 
network which compensates the affiliated 
stations for the use of their time and facili- 
ties in ultimately relaying the signal to the 
public. 

Section 3(p) of the Act defines “chain 
broadcasting” as the “simultaneous broad- 


1 Although the network usually leases fa- 
cilities to deliver the signal directly to the 
affiliate, an affiliate located away from the 
trunk network distribution lines of the tele- 
phone company sometimes makes its own 
arrangements to pick up the signal at the 
nearest test board or off-the-air from 
another affiliate. In rare instances, an affiliate 
may receive network programs by mail for 
delayed broadcast. 

2For a description of how the NBC net- 
work orders connection service from AT&T 
and of how the network traffic department 
works closely with AT&T in arranging the 
routing of the signal to affiliates and the use 
of “play back networks” to take care of time 
differentials, see WSAZ, Inc. v. A.T. & T., 31 
FCC 175, 178-181. 
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casting of an identical program by two or 
more connected stations.”’ Under any inter- 
pretation, then, both the network and its 
affiliates are engaged in chain broadcasting 
when the network station broadcasts the 
program. Moreover, section 3(p) should not 
be viewed in isolation, but rather in conjunc- 
tion with other provisions of the Act. Under 
section 3(0), “broadcasting” is “the dissemi- 
nation of radio communications intended to 
be received by the public, directly or by the 
intermediary of relay stations.” And “radio 
communication” or “communication by 
radio” is defined in section 3(b) as “the 
transmission by radio [of] * * * pictures, 
and sounds of all kinds, including all instru- 
mentalities, facilities, apparatus, and services 
(among other things, the receipt, forwarding, 
and delivery of communications) incidental 
to such transmission.” By the plain terms of 
these sections it seems clear that the net- 
works are engaged in chain broadcasting 
when they transmit the signal over the con- 
necting lines and deliver it to the affiliates for 
relay to the public. For they are disseminat- 
ing “radio communications” (which encom- 
pass the instrumentalities, facilities, appara- 
tus, and services incidental to the transmis- 
sion by the affiliate (section 3(b)) “intended 
to be received by the public” through the 
intermediary of connected relay stations (sec- 
tions 3 (o) and (p)). 

Indeed, section 202(b) of the Act specifi- 
cally recognizes that the lease of common car- 
rier lines of communication by the network 
to relay its signal to the affiliates is a “use 
* * * in chain broadcasting” even though 
this service is provided to the network itself 
and takes place prior to the activity of the 
affiliates in broadcasting the signal directly 
to the public section 202(b) provides: 

Charges or services, whenever referred to 
in this Act, include charges for, or services 
in connection with, the use of common car- 
rier lines of communication, whether derived 
from wire or radio facilities, in chain broad- 
casting or incidental to radio communication 
of any kind. 


Moreover, the legislative history of the 1960 
amendment of section 202(b) to its present 
form (74 Stat. 888)* reflects the view of Con- 
gress that the common carriers are “providing 
circuits for network broadcasting of radio 
and television programs” and are “making 
chain broadcaster connections” (S. Rept. No. 
691, 86th Cong., first sess., p. 2). See also 
H.R. No. 2148, 86th Cong., second sess., p. 2. 

This express legislative recognition that 
the network transmission to the affiliates is 
@ part of chain broadcasting also accords 
with the longstanding administrative and 


*Prior to the 1960 amendment section 
202(b) read: 

“Charges or services, when referred to in 
this ct, include charges for, or services in 
connection with, the use of wires in chain 
broadcasting or incidental to radio communi- 
cation of any kind.” 

*The Senate Commerce Committee Report 
states (S. Rept. No. 691, p. 2): 

“Since the enactment of the Communica- 
tions Act, important technical innovations 
in the use of microwave and other high fre- 
quencies have led to an increasing use of 
point-to-point radio communications as a 
substitute for, and supplement to, the use 
of wires in chain broadoasting. Presently, 
such point-to-point radio is widely used by 
common carriers in providing circuits for 
network broadcasting of radio and television 
programs, studio to transmitter links, and 
remote pick-up and control circuits for vari- 
ous types of radio stations.”’ 

The Senate Report further states (ibid.): 

“The legislation will prevent unjust or 
unreasonable discrimination regardless of the 
electronic method used by common carriers 
in making chain broadcaster connections.” 


judicial ruling that the “interstate com- 
munication of a broadcasting company be- 
gins at the microphone, passes over the wires 
to the transmitter, and then through the 
ether, constituting a continuous interstate 
communication which, because of its very 
nature, must be subject to federal regula- 
tion.” Capital City Telephone Company, 3 
FCC 189, 195; Ward, v. Northern Ohio Tele- 
phone Co., 300 F. 2d 816, 8191 (C.A. 6), cert. 
den. 371 U.S. 820; United States v. South- 
western Cable Co., 392 U.S. 157.5 

In sum, it seems clear that the networks 
are engaged in chain broadcasting within the 
meaning of sections 3 (b), (0), and (p) and 
303(i) of the Act, both when their various 
owned stations simultaneously broadcast 
identical programs and also to the extent 
that network owned stations disseminate 
signals over connecting lines for simul- 
taneous broadcast by their affiliated stations. 

Apart from the definitions contained in 
section 3 (b), (0), and (p) of the Act, it 
is clear from the legislative history of sec- 
tion 303(i) that Congress, in authorizing the 
Commission to “make special regulations 
applicable to radio stations engaged in chain 
broadcasting,” intended to empower the 
Commission to regulate chain broadcasting 
by the various network organizations. The 
provision which is now section 303(i) of the 
Communications Act was carried over ver- 
batim from section 4(h) of the Radio Act 
of 1927. In the Senate debates on the con- 
ference report on the bill which became the 
Radio Act of 1927, the following colloquy took 
place between Senator Broussard and Senator 
Dill, who was in charge of the bill (68 Cong. 
Rec. 2881) : 

Mr. BroussarD. * * * I received this morn- 
ing a telegram from Shreveport, La., signed 
by Mr. W. K. Henderson, who is a very wealthy 
man there, and who has a broadcasting sta- 
tion which he uses mostly to entertain his 
friends and to accommodate the public. I 
do not think he is making anything out of 
it. His telegram reads: 


Shreveport, La. 
Hon. EpwIn S. BROUSSARD, 
U.S. Senate. 
January 31, 1927. 

Our Shreveport Times this morning car- 
ried headlines of 35 stations to be chained 
together. Just as I wired you the other day, 
chain stations will monopolize and independ- 
ent stations, such as we have at Shreveport, 
are practically done for. Hope you will give 
bill considerable study and stand for interest 
of others beyond Radio Corporation of Amer- 
ica who control chain stations. Between 
American Telephone & Telegraph Co. and 
Radio Corporation of America and other in- 
terests the independents are through. 


W. K. HENDERSON, 
Owner, Radio Station KWKH. 

I should like to have the Senator from 
Washington cover the suggestion contained 
in telegram, and if the bill does actually 
make this impossible, to make that known 
to the Senate. 

Mr. Driu. I am very glad the Senator from 
Louisiana has asked the question. It gives me 
an opportunity to explain not only that but 
some things regarding what the Senator 
from Nevada said. 

In the first place, under this bill chain 
broadcasting today, concerning which the 
writer of the telegram is concerned, is ab- 
solutely without any regulation. We have 
no law today to handle this situation, and 
the various radio organizations including 
Radio Corporation of America and the 


5 Cf. also, Pacific Telatronics, Inc., FCC 64- 
1180, 4 Pike & Fischer Radio Regulation 145; 
Idaho Microwave, Inc. v. Federal Communi- 
cations Commission, 352 F. 2d 729 (C.A.D.C.); 
California Interstate Telephone Co. v. Fed- 
eral Communications Commission, 328 F. 2d 
816 (C.A.D.C.). 
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American Telephone & Telegraph Company, 
are going ahead end building up the chain 
stations as they desire without let or hin- 
drance and without any restrictions, because 
the Secretary of Commerce has no power to 
interfere with them. Unless this proposed 
legislation shall be enacted they will con- 
tinue to do-so, and they will be able by 
chain-broadcasting methods practically to 
obliterate the independent small stations, as 
the man who wrote the telegram suggests. 


While the Commission would have power 
under the general terms of the bill, the bill 
specifically sets out as one of the special 
powers of the vommission the right to make 
specific regulations for governing chain 
broadcasting. As to creating a monopoly of 
radio in this country, let me say that this 
pill absolutely protects the public, so far as 
it can protect them, by giving the commis- 
sion full power to refuse a license to any- 
one who it believes will not serve the public 
interest, convenience, or necessity. It spe- 
cifically provides that any corporation guilty 
of monopoly shall not only not receive a 
license but that its license may be revoked; 
and if after a corporation has received its 
license for a period of three years it is then 
discovered and found to be guilty of 
monopoly, its license will be revoked. 

In addition to that— 

Mr. HEFFLIN: Mr. President— 

Mr. Dri: Just a moment. In addition to 
that, the bill contains a provision that no 
license may be transferred from one owner 
to another without the written consent of 
the commission and then the commission, of 
course, having the power to protect against 
monopoly, must give such protection. 

I wish to state further that the only way 
by which monopolies in the radio business 
can secure control of radio here, even for a 
limited period of time, will be by the com- 
mission becoming servile to them. Power 
must be lodged somewhere, and I myself am 
unwilling to assume in advance that the 
commission proposed to be created will be 
servile to the desires and demands of great 
corporations of this country. 

Our interpretation is therefore in full 
accord with that of the Senator who was 
in charge of the bill. Moreover, the legisla- 
tive history set forth in National Broadcast- 
ing Company v. United States, 319 U.S. 190, 
220-221 (1943), shows that section 303(i) was 
intended to confer broad authority to make 
regulations necessary in the interest of the 
listening public affected by chain broadcast- 
ing. It was originally proposed to give the 
Commission “complete authority * * * to 
control chain broadcasting” (Sen. Rep. No. 
772, 69th Cong., first sess., p. 3) by pro- 
visions reading as follows: 

(C) The commission, from time to time, 
as public convenience, interest, or neces- 
sity requires, shall— 

(J) When stations are connected by wire 
for chain broadcasting, determine the power 
each station shall use and the wave lengths 
to be used during the time stations are so 
connected and so operated, and make all 
other regulations necessary in the interest of 
equitable radio service to the listeners in the 
communities or areas affected by chain 
broadcasting. 


These powers are preserved by the language 
of the provision as enacted, which is “broader 
and more comprehensive than those it sup- 
planted” (National Broadcasting Company v. 
United States, 319 U.S. at 221). 

It is, of course, settled by the National 
Broadcasting Company case that section 303 
(i) must also be read in light of the large 
public aims of the Communications Act and 
the Commission’s comprehensive power to 
“encourage the larger and more effective use 
of radio in the public interest.” In the oft- 
quoted words of the Supreme Court (319 
US. at 217): 
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The avowed aim of the Communications 
Act of 1934 was to secure the maximum 
benefits of radio to all the people of the 
United States. To that end Congress en- 
dowed the Communications Commission with 
comprehensive powers to promote and real- 
ize the vast potentialities of radio. Section 
303(g) provides that the Commission shall 
“generally encourage the larger and more 
effective use of radio in the public interest”; 
subsection (i) gives the Commission specific 
“authority to make special regulations ap- 
plicable to radio stations engaged in chain 
broadcasting”; and subsection (r) empowers 
it to adopt “such rules and regulations and 
prescribe such restrictions and conditions 
not inconsistent with law, as may be neces- 
sary to carry out the provisions of this Act.” 

These provisions, individually and in the 
aggregate, preclude the notion that the 
Commission is empowered to deal only with 
the technical and engineering impediments 
to the “larger and more effective use of 
radio in the public interest. * * *” 

Nothing in the Supreme Court’s decision 
lends support to the contention that the 
Commission’s authority to deal with net- 
work practices impeding the larger and more 
effective use of radio in the public interest 
is nevertheless limited to regulations govern- 
ing the licensing of affiliated stations. To be 
sure the particular regulations considered by 
the Supreme Court in National Broadcasting 
had been formulated by the Commission in 
those terms, so that the Commission’s au- 
thority was sustained in that context. But 
the, rationale of the decision is far broader 
and contains no suggestion that this was 
the only means within the Commission’s 
power for dealing with network impediments. 
Rather, the nature of the Commission’s man- 
date was described as follows (319 U.S. at 
219): 

“Congress moved under the spur of a 
widespread fear that in the absence of gov- 
ernmental control the public interest might 
be subordinated to monopolistic domination 
in the broadcasting field.” Federal Commu- 
nications Commission v. Pottsville Broad- 
casting Co. 309 U.S. 134, 137. In the context 
of the developing problems to which it was 
directed, the Act gave the Commission not 
niggardly but expansive powers. It was given 
@ comprehensive mandate to “encourage the 
larger and more effective use of radio in the 
public interest,” if need be, by making “spe- 
cial regulations applicable to radio stations 
engaged in chain broadcasting.” Section 
303 (g) (i). 

Since the Communications Act “gave the 
Commission not niggardly but expansive 
powers” and a “comprehensive mandate ‘to 
encourage the larger and more effective use 
of radio in the public interest,’ if need be, 
by making ‘special regulations applicable to 
radio stations engaged in chain broadcast- 
ing’” (National Broadcasting Co. v. United 
States, supra), it is quite unrealistic to in- 
sist that essential elements of the chain 
broadcasting process which affect the choice 
by hundreds of affiliates of substantial por- 
tions of their program service are beyond 
the purview of the statute and the agency 
created to administer it in the interest of 
the listening and viewing public. We believe 
that the statute fully authorizes the Com- 
mission to regulate network practices found 
to impede the larger and more effective use 
of radio and to see to it the television broad- 
cast stations do not take substantial amounts 
of their programming from a limited number 
of organizations which unduly restrict the 
flow of competitive program material. Na- 
tional Broadcasting Co. v. United States, 
supra; Simmons v. Federal Communications 
Commission, 169 F. 2d 670 (C.A.D.C., cert. 
den. 335 U.S. 846; United States v. South- 
western Cable Co., 392 U.S. 157. 

We further believe that such regulation 
may properly take any of the following forms, 
either separately or in combination: 
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(1) A rule providing that no network tele- 
vision licensee engaged in chain broadcaating 
(Le., in the dissemination of radio communi- 
cations to connected stations for simul- 
taneous relay to the public) shall engage in 
the impeding practice. 

(2) A rule providing that no license will 
be issued to a network organization which 
engages in the impeding practice. : 

(3) A rule providing that no license shall 
be issued to a broadcast station affiliated with 
a network which engages in the impeding 
practice. 

(4) A rule providing that no licensee shall 
affiliate with a network which engages in the 
impeding practice. 

It is asserted that the Commission is fore- 
closed from making regulations of the first 
type because it has never exercised authority 
to regulate network practices directly, has 
disclaimed such authority in statements to 
Congressional committees, and has supported 
legislative proposals which would have spe- 
cifically conferred direct rulemaking or li- 
censing authority over networks.‘ However, 
neither the Commission’s prior statements 
nor the failure of Congress to act favorably 
on legislative proposals is determinative of 
the Commission’s authority to regulate 
directly some aspects of network operation 
under the existing provisions of the Com- 
munications Act. Helvering v. Clifford, 309 
U.S. 311, 337-338; United States v. Price, 361 
U.S. 304, 310-313; American Trucking Associ- 
ations v. United States, 344 U.S. 298, 314; 
Carter Mountain Transmission Corp. v. 
F.C.C., 321 F. 2d 359, 364 (C.A.D.C.), cert. den. 
375 U.S. 951; United States v. Southwestern 
Cable Co., 392 US. 157. For the reasons 
already set forth at length, we think we have 
authority under the present statutory 
provisions.” 


*Z.g., H.R. 5042 and 11340, 86th Cong.; 
S. 2400, 87th Cong. Reliance is also placed on 
the report of the Network Study Staff which, 
after referring to various Commission state- 
ments to congressional committees, con- 
cluded that there was doubt as to the Com- 
mission’s authority. The Network Study Staff 
report noted, however, that a different ap- 
praisal was contained in a staff report of the 
Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee, which stated: 

“It would appear that the Commission may 
already have power to regulate the networks 
directly if it finds it necessary to do so.” See 
Report of the Network Study Staff, reprinted 
in H.R. Rept. No. 1297, 85th Cong., second 
sess., pp. 628-630, particularly p. 629. 

™We note in this connection that previous 
disclaimers of authority were not made in 
the context of a formal decision or accom- 
panied by analysis. We have not previously 
had occasion to discuss this question in full. 
In our Chain Broadcasting Report of 1941, 
we concluded that we had jurisdiction to 
issue the chain broadcasting regulations, 
both as an exercise of the licensing function 
and under the authority conferred by sec- 
tion 303(i), and that either basis alone was 
ample to support jurisdiction (Report, pp. 
80-87). The Commission further recognized 
that the regulations might not “solve all 
questions of the public interest with respect 
to the network system of program distribu- 
tion,” stating (Report, p. 88): “For example, 
we have not dealt with the activities of the 
principal networks in the fields of electrical 
transcription and talent supply, although we 
recognize, as did the committee, that their 
activities in these fields ‘raise problems which 
vitally concern the welfare of the industry 
and the listening public.’ The problems in 
the network field are interdependent, and the 
steps now taken may perhaps Operate as a 
partial solution of problems not directly 
dealt with at this time. Such problems may 
be examined again at some future time after 
the regulations here adopted have been given 
@ fair trial.” 
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Since there is authority to regulate net- 
work practices directly, there is no need to 
labor the questions of authority to act 
through network station licensing or through 
rules directed to the affiliates. And what we 
have already said makes clear the legitimate 
applicability of rules to the processes of net- 
work program procurement for chain broad- 
casting distribution. These processes vitally 
affect the ability of owned and affiliated sta- 
tions to operate in the public interest just 
as much as the processes of direct procure- 
ment by single stations. The values of net- 


It is urged that rules governing the licens- 
ing of affiliates would be inapproprate where 
the impeding practice concerned network re- 
lationships with third persons over which 
the affiliate has no control. However, the 
Commission’s rules already provide that no 
license shall be issued to a station affillated 
with a network which maintains more than 
one network (with certain exceptions). See, 
e.g., §§ 73.137 and 73.658(g). We see no rela- 
vent distinction, in terms of licensee control, 
between those rules and a rule providing, for 
example, that no license shall be issued to a 
station affiliated with a network which en- 
gages in program syndication, or which offers 
a prime schedule more than 50 percent com- 
posed of programing in which the network 
has a financial or proprietary interest, or 
which does not give notice of uncleared pro- 
grams to other stations in the community of 
the affiliate (see Docket No. 16041, 30 F.R. 
7666). At the same time, we recognize that 
rules of this nature might be more appro- 
priately directed toward network television 
licensees. 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


working do not include artificial impediments 
to a free flow of programs or undue central- 
ization of control of program choices. 

It is asserted, however, that the proposed 
rules go to an aspect of network operations— 
syndication—which is not a chain broad- 
casting activity. But the question at issue is 
not the Commission’s jurisdiction to regulate 
program syndication (or, for that matter, 
buyers or advertisers), but rather the Com- 
mission’s jurisdiction to determine what, if 
any, conditions on the grant of licenses for 
stations engaged in chain broadcasting are 
necessary to encourage the larger and more 
effective use of radio in the public interest. 
We think that the Commission clearly has 
authority to require that network licensees 
engaged in chain broadcasting shall not en- 
gage in domestic syndication, or foreign sales 
of programs produced by others, if we find 
that the coupling of these activities with 
chain broadcasting operations is an impedi- 
ment to the larger and more effective use of 
radio. It cannot reasonably be asserted, in 
the light of the present economic and prac- 
tical situation, that these activities of net- 
works are sorunrelated to their chain broad- 
casting operations or have so little potential 
impact on the operations of affiliated and 
other stations, as to be beyond the permissi- 
ble area of Commission concern as a jurisdic- 
tional matter under the provisions and pur- 
poses of the Communications Act. It is not 
the purpose or function of this memorandum 
to consider the reasonableness of the pro- 
posed rules or the necessity for their possible 
adoption. 

The Commission has long recognized that 


the chain broadcasting operations of the 


networks make an important contribution 
of the larger and more effective use of radio 
in the public interest and that network pro- 
grams are of great value to the affiliated 
stations in providing a well-rounded com- 
munity service. But the fact that there are 
important public benefits to be derived from 
chain broadcasting makes it all the more 
imperative that the Commission authorize 
licensees to engage in such operations under 
conditions designed to insure that the larger 
and more effective use of radio is not im- 
peded in other respects. The Commission’s 
power and duty to exercise its licensing 
functions under the public interest standard 
of the Communications Act, and to make 
special regulations applicable to stations en- 
gaged in chain broadcasting, cannot be 
avoided simply by describing the impeding 
activity of the licensee as a “business prac- 
tice” or as.a third-party relationship with 
a@ nonlicensee. 

Finally, the regulatory proposals made in 
Docket 12782 do not in any way go to pro- 
gram content or infringe the constitutional 
and statutory guarantees of free speech. 
Freedom of speech from governmental in- 
terference under the First Amendment “does 
not sanction repression of that freedom by 
private interests” (Associated Press v. United 
States, 326 U.S. 1, 20) or preclude Commis- 
sion action designed to encourage the devel- 
opment of independent and competitive pro- 
gram sources and the free flow of program-~- 
ing to the public. We believe that the rules 
raise no substantial free speech question. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11691; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIO 


Bureau of Land Management 
[Sacramento 1799] 


CALIFORNIA 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands; Correction 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


The notice of proposed withdrawal 
and reservation of lands, published on 
page 13041 of the FrpreraL REGISTER, 
issued Saturday, September 14, 1968 
(F.R. Doc. 68—-11173) , is hereby corrected 
by adding the SE%4SW% sec. 30 to the 
lands described (except parcel lying east 
of State Highway described in Sacra- 
mento Serial No. 046100, Forest Ex- 
change). 

JESSE H. JOHNSON, 
Acting Chief, 
Lands Adjudication Séction. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11674; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


COLORADO 
Modification of Grazing Districts 


Pursuant to the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Interior by the Tay- 
lor Grazing Act of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 
1269) , as amended: 

The north boundary of Colorado Graz- 
ing District No. 7, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, is adjusted so as to transfer 
administrative responsibility for all pub- 
lic land within the following described le- 
gal subdivisions from Grazing District 
No. 7 (Grand Junction) to Grazing Dis- 
trict No. 1 (Craig). 

All vacant, unappropriated public land 
in: 


S1xtH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, COLORADO 


T.45S., R. 95 W., 
Secs. 31 and 32. 
T.5 S., RB. 94 W., 
Sec. 5, Lots 3 and 4, S4ZNW%, NSW, 
and SW4%4SW%; 
Sec. 6; 
Sec. 7, Lots 1 and 2, 
NEYNW\. 
T.5 S., R. 95 W., 
Secs. 1 to 3, inclusive; 
Sec. 4, S14; 
Secs. 5 and 6; 
Sec. 7, Lots 1 to 6, inclusive, NE\%, 
SE\%; 
Secs. 8 to 11, inclusive; 
Sec. 12, 
Sec. 15, 
Sec. 16, : 
Sec. 17, N% and NW4SwX; 
Sec. 18, NE% and NSE. 
T.5 S., R. 96 W., 
Sec. 29, NNW; 
Sec. 30, NY44N%. 
T.5S., R. 97 W., 
Sec. 26, WYNEY% and Wi; 
Sec. 31, Lots 7 to 9, inclusive, 
Sw, and NESE; 
Sec. 35, NWYNW\%. 
T.6S., R. 97 W., 
Sec. 6, NYZANW%. 


NW',NE\%, and 


NE 
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T.55S., R. 98 W., 
, EYSWY, and SE; 
N¥%SWY%, and SE4SW; 
NY,SE%; 
SW'44NE¥%, and NSE; 
Sec. NW'4NE%; 
Sec. 9, NW% and NESE; 
Sec. 10, W%; 
Sec. 13, 848%; 
Sec. 14, SEY4SE\%; 
Sec. 15, W1%ZE and Wi; 
Sec. 22, E1,E%; 
Sec. 23, E44 E%; 
Sec. 24, NE4, NY%SE%4, SE4SE\4; 
Sec. 26, EY,NW%, EY,NE4. 
T.55S., R. 99 W., 
Sec. 5; 
Sec. 6, lots 8 to 10 inclusive, S4,NE\%, 
SEY4NW%, N'¥%SE\%, and SE4SE%4; 
Sec. 7, NEYNE\%4; 
Sec. 8, Nig, NE4ZSW%, N¥%SE\%, and SE% 
SE; 
Sec. 15, W1Z4NW%4; 
Sec. 16, EYNEY, NWY%4NE\%, and NEY 
NW. 
T.5S., R. 101 W., 
Sec. 28, W1%Z4NEY%4,NW%; 
Sec. 29, N¥4.N'%4 and SE4NE\. 
T.5S., R. 103 W., 
Sec. 26, N44 and N144SE\%4; 
Sec. 27, N%4 and SW; 
Sec. 28, E14; 
Sec. 33,N%,, W1%4SW%, and NEY%SW,; 
Sec. 34, NYUNW%. 
T.65S., R. 104 W., : 
Sec. 30, Lot 1 and NEYANW\. 
T.6S., R. 105 W., 
Sec. 25, Lots 8 to 11, inclusive; 
Sec. 36, Lot 3. 


The south boundary of Colorado Graz- 
ing District No. 1, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, is adjusted so as to transfer 
administrative responsibility for all pub- 
lic land within the following described 
legal subdivisions from Grazing District 
No. 1 (Craig) to Grazing District No. 7 
(Grand Junction). 

All vacant, unappropriated public land 
in: 


Sec. 
Sec. 5, 
Sec. 6, 
Sec. 7, 

8, 


SixtH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, COLORADO 


T.55S., R. 96 W., 
Sec. 10, S4ZNW%, NY%SW%, 
NWYSE%, and S%4SE\; 
Sec. 11, SW%SW,; 
Sec. 12, SEY4SE\; 
Sec. 13, EZE%; 
Sec. 14, W14NW\%4, SW, and SW4%4SE\%; 
15, NE4, N4SE\%, and SE4SE\; 
Sec. 21, NE4SEY% and S%SE\%,; 
. 22, NE4NE%,S%4N%, and S%; 
. 23; 
. 24, EYE and W%4SW\. 
.. R. 98 W., 
.9, SW%SEX; 
. 16, W%NEY%, WY%4NW%, and SE%4 


/ 


SE4SW%, 


Sec. 25, SE4SEY, W1,ZE%, and 8448SW; 
Sec. 36. 

.658., R. 98 W., 

Sec. 1, EX, E%; 

Sec. 2, W%; 

Sec. 10, E44; 

Sec. 11, SW\44,NEY, NW, and SE\%4; 
Sec. 12, E44, SEY4NW%, and SW\; 
Sec. 13, NW; 

Sec. 14, E44; 

Sec. 15, NE. 


T.45S., R. 100 W., 

Sec. 32, NW%SW% and 848%; 

Sec. 33,SW4SW\%4, E4SW%, and W%,SE%. 
T.5S., R. 100 W., 

Sec. 5, W%4; 

Sec. 6, E44; 

Sec. 7, E14; 

Sec. 18, E14, E144 W'%, and Lot 8. 
T.5S.,R. 101 W., 

Sec. 21, E44SE%; 

Sec. 22,814; 

Sec. 30, W14. 
T.5S.,R. 102 W., 

Sec. 18,S1%48%; 

Sec. 19,N%; 

Sec. 20, N14; 

Sec. 21,NW%; 

Sec. 22, E%,NW%4SW, and S44SW%; 

Sec. 25, SWY%4NW% and 8S; 

Sec. 26,S144NW% and 8%; 

Sec. 35; 

Sec. 36. 
T.5S., R. 103 W., 

Sec. 23, SE4,SE\4; 

Sec. 24, E%, SEAZNW%, SWY%4SW%, and 

E4SW\,. 

T.6S., R. 104 W., 

Sec. 4, Ey; 

Sec. 8, E44SE\4; 

Sec. 9, E44, E4,NW%, and SWi; 

Sec. 16,N%; 

Sec. 17, EYE; 

Sec. 19, SE4SE\4; 

Sec. 20, N14. 

This transfer of jurisdiction will not 
affect the status or use of the public 
lands in any way and shall become 


effective upon publication of this notice 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


JOHN O. Crow, 
Associate Director. 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11655; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Serial No. I-2446] 
IDAHO 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


The Department of Agriculture has 
filed an application, Serial Number 
I-2446 for the withdrawal of the lands 
described below, from all forms of appro- 
priation under the public land laws, in- 
cluding the mining laws but not the 
mineral leasing laws, subject to valid 
existing rights. 

The applicant desires the land for pub- 
lic purposes for the Conrad Campground 
Expansion site on the St. Joe National 
Forest. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal mav present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, Room 
334, Federal Building, 550 West Fort 
Street, Boise, Idaho 83702. 


SEPTEMBER 26, 1968 
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The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake such 
investigations as are necessary to deter- 
mine the existing and potential demand 
for the lands and their resources. He will 
also undertake negotiations with the ap- 
plicant agency with the view of adjusting 
the applications to reduce the area to the 
minimum essential to meet the appli- 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the lands for 
purposes other than the applicant’s, to 
eliminate lands needed for purposes 
more essential than the applicant’s, and 
to reach agreement on the concurrent 
management of the lands and their 
resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con- 
sideration by the Secretary of the In- 
terior who will determine whether or not 
the lands will be withdrawn as requested 
by the Department of Agriculture. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Borse MERIDIAN, IDAHO 
ST. JOE NATIONAL FOREST 
Conrad Campground Expansion 


T.44N.,R.8E., 
Sec. 14, WY%NEYSWYNEY, EYWNWY 
SWYNE\, and N'’%SWY4NW',SE,. 
The area described aggregates 15 acres 
in Shoshone County, Idaho. 


OrvaL G. HADLEY, 
Manager, Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11675; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[Serial No. N-1733] 
NEVADA 
Notice of Public Sale 


Under the provisions of the Public 
Land Sale Act of September 19, 1964 (78 
Stat. 988, 43 U.S.C. 1421-1427), 43 CFR 
Subpart 2243, a tract of land will be of- 
fered for sale to the highest bidder at a 
sale to be held at 10 a.m., local time on 
Wednesday, November 6, 1968, at the 
Wirnemucca District Office, Bureau of 
Land Management, East Highway 40, 
Winnemucca, Nev. 89445. The land is 
described as follows: 

MovuntT DIABLO MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T.44N., R.37E., 

Sec. 2, W14,NW,. 

The area described contains 80 acres. 
The appraised value of the tract is 
$1,560, and the publication costs to be 
assessed are $12. 


The land willbe sold subject to all 
valid existing rights. Reservations will be 
made to the United States for ditches and 
canals in accordance with the Act of 
August 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 
945). All minerals are to be reserved to 
the United States and withdrawn from 


NOTICES 


appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the general mining laws. 

Bids may be made by the principal or 
his agent, either at the sale, or by mail. 
Bids must be for all the land in the par- 
cel. A bid for less than the appraised 
value of the land is unacceptable. Bids 
sent by mail will be considered only if 
received by the Winnemucca District 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
Post Office Box 71, Winnemucca, Nev. 
89445, prior to 4 p.m., on Tuesday, 
November 5, 1968. Bids made prior to 
the public auction must be in sealed en- 
velopes, and accompanied by certified 
checks, postal money orders, bank drafts, 
or cashier’s checks, payable to the Bu- 
reau of Land Management, for the full 
amount of the bid plus publication costs. 
The envelopes must be marked in the 
lower left-hand corner “Public Sale Bid, 
sale of 10 a.m., November 6, 1968.” 

The authorized officer shall publicly 
declare the highest qualifying sealed bid 
received. Oral bids shall then be invited 
in specified increments. After oral bids, 
if any, are received, the authorized officer 
shall declare the high bid. A successful 
oral bidder must submit a guaranteed re- 
mittance, in full payment for the tract 
and cost of publication, before 3:30 p.m. 
of the day of the sale. 

If no bids are received for the sale 
tract on Wednesday, November 6, 1968, 
the tract will be reoffered on the first 
Wednesday of subsequent months at 10 
a.m., beginning December 4, 1968. 

Any adverse claimants to the above 
described land should file their claims, or 
objections, with the undersigned before 
the time designated for sale. 

The land described in this notice has 
been segregated from all forms of appro- 
priation, including locations under the 
general mining laws, except for sale 
under this Act, from the date of the pro- 
posed classification decision. Inquiries 
concerning this sale should be addressed 
to the Land Office Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, Room 3008 Federal 
Building, 300 Booth Street, Reno, Nev. 
89502, or to the District Manager, Bureau 
of Land Management, Post Office Box 71, 
Winnemucca, Nev. 89445. 


ROBERT T. WEBB, 
Acting Manager, 
Nevada Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11656; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Serial No. N-2542] 
NEVADA 
Notice of Public Sale 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


Under the provisions of the Public 
Land Sale Act of September 19, 1964 (78 
Stat. 988, 43 U.S.C. 1421-1427), 43 CFR 
Subpart 2243, a tract of land will be 
offered for sale to the highest bidder at a 
sale to be held at 10 a.m., local time on 
Wednesday, November 6, 1968, at the Las 
Vegas District Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, 1859 North Decatur Boule- 
vard, Las Vegas, Nev. 89108. The land is 
described as follows: 


Mount D1aBLo MERIDIAN, NEVADA 


T.21S.,R.61E.,, 
Sec. 30, SE4SEY4ZNW1Y4NW. 


The area described contains 2.5 acres. 
The appraised value of the tract is $8,500, 
and the publication costs to be assessed 
are $12. 

The land will be sold subject to all 
valid existing rights, and to a reserva- 
tion of a 30’ wide right-of-way, for road- 
way and public utility purposes, to be 
located along the east and south bound- 
aries of the tract. Reservations will be 
made to the United States for ditches 
and canals in accordance with the Act 
of August 30, 1890 (26 Stat. 391; 43 U.S.C. 
945). All minerals are to be reserved to 
the United States and withdrawn from 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the general mining laws. 

Bids may be made by the principal or 
his agent, either at the sale, or by mail. 
Bids must be for all the land in the 
parcel. A bid for less than the appraised 
value of the land is unacceptable. Bids 
sent by mail will be considered only if 
received by the Las Vegas District Of- 
fice, Bureau of Land Management, 1859 
North Decatur Boulevard, Las Vegas, 
Nev. 89108, prior to 4 p.m., on Tuesday, 
November 5, 1968. Bids made prior to 
the public auction must be in sealed en- 
velopes, and accompanied by certified 
checks, postal money orders, bank drafts, 
or cashier’s checks, payable to the Bu- 
reau of Land Management, for the full 
amount of the bid plus publication costs. 
The envelopes must be marked in the 
lower left-hand corner “Public Sale Bid, 
sale N—2542, November 6, 1968.” 

The authorized officer shall publicly 
declare the highest qualifying sealed bid 
received. Oral bids shall then be invited 
in specified increments. After oral bids, 
if any, are received, the authorized of- 
ficer shall declare the high bid. A suc- 
cessful oral bidder must submit a guar- 
anteed remittance, in full payment for 
the tract and cost of publication, before 
3:30 p.m. of the day of the sale. 

If no bids are received for the sale 
tract 6n Wednesday, November 6, 1968, 
the tract will be reoffered on the first 
Wednesday of subsequent months at 9 
a.m., beginning December 4, 1968. 

Any adverse claimants to the above de- 
scribed land should file their claims, or 
objections, with the undersigned before 
the time designated for sale. 

The land described in this notice has 
been segregated from all forms of ap- 
propriation, including locations under 
the general mining laws, except for sale 
under this Act, from the date of nota- 
tion of the proposed classification deci- 
sion. Inquiries concerning this sale 
should be addressed to the Land Office 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
Room 3008 Federal Building, 300 Booth 
Street, Reno, Nev. 89502, or to the Dis- 
trict Manager, Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, 1859 North Decatur Boulevard, 
Las Vegas, Nev. 89108. 


Rouia E. CHANDLER, 
Manager, Nevada Land Office. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11657; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 
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[OR 3773 (Wash.) ] 
WASHINGTON 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Land 


SEPTEMBER 17, 1968. 

The Department of Agriculture, on 
behalf of the Forest Service, has filed 
application, OR 3773 (Wash.), for the 
withdrawal of the national forest land 
described below, from all forms of appro- 
priation under the mining laws (30 
U.S.C. Ch. 2), but not from leasing under 
the mineral leasing laws, subject to valid 
existing rights. 

The applicant desires the South Fork 
Soleduck Recreation Area for public use. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, 729 
Northeast Oregon Street, Post Office Box 
2965, Portland, Oreg. 97208. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake 
such investigations as are necessary to 
determine the existing and potential de- 
mand for the land and its resources. He 
will also undertake negotiations with the 
applicant agency with the view of adjust- 
ing the application to reduce the area to 
the minimum essential to meet the appli- 
cant’s needs, to provide for the maximum 
concurrent utilization of the land for 
purposes other than the applicant’s, to 
eliminate land needed for purposes more 
essential than the applicant’s, and to 
reach agreement on the concurrent man- 
agement of the land and its resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con- 
sideration by the Secretary of the In- 
terior who will determine whether or not 
the land will be withdrawn as requested 
by the applicant agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place which will be announced. 

The land involved in the application 


OLYMPIC NATIONAL FOREST 
WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
South Fork Soleduck Recreation Area 


T. 29 N., R. 10 W., 
secs. 1 and 2, a tract of land within lot 2 
(SWYNWY, and NW4SW'4), sec. 1, and 
lots 4 and 5 (S144NE\Y4), NEY4NE\4SE\, 
sec. 2, described as follows: 


Beginning at Forks of the Soleduck 
River and South Fork Soleduck River in 
section 2, thence SE. along Soleduck 
River 4,050’, thence 850’ on a bearing of 
278° S. to South Fork Soleduck Road 
No. 303, thence NW. along South Fork 
Soleduck Road No. 303 2,450’, thence 300’ 
N. along South Fork Soleduck River to 
point of beginning. ; 


NOTICES 


The area described aggregates ap- 
proximately 50 acres. 
Vircit O. SEISER, 
Chief, Branch of Lands. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11658; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[OR 3796 (Wash.) ] 
WASHINGTON 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 


SEPTEMBER 17, 1968. 

The Department of Agriculture, on 
behalf of the Forest Service, has filed 
application, OR 3796 (Wash.), for the 
withdrawal of the national forest lands 
described below, from all forms of appro- 
priation under the mining laws (30 
US.C., Ch. 2), but not from leasing un- 
der the mineral leasing laws, subject to 
valid existing rights. 

The applicant desires the lands as an 
addition to the Spirit Lake Recreation 
Area. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, 729 
Northeast Oregon Street, Post Office Box 
2965, Portland, Oreg. 97208. 

The authorized officer of the Bureau 
of Land Management will undertake 
such investigations as are necessary to 
determine the existing and potential de- 
mand for the lands and their resources. 
He will also undertake negotiations with 
the applicant agency with the view of 
adjusting the application to reduce the 
area to the minimum essential to meet 
the applicant’s needs, to provide for the 
maximum concurrent utilization of the 
lands for purposes other than the appli- 
cant’s, to eliminate lands needed for pur- 
poses more essential than the applicant’s, 
and to reach agreement on the concur- 
rent management of the lands and their 
resources. 

He will also prepare a report for con- 
sideration by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior who will determine whether or not 
the lands will be withdrawn as requested 
by the applicant agency. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of 
record. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient 
time and place which will be announced. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: * 


GIFFORD PINCHOT NATIONAL FOREST 
WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN 
' Spirit Lake Recreation Area Addition 


T.9N.,,R.5E., 


Sec. 1, E% excepting Exchange Surveys 
278 and 279 and patented MS~781A. 
T.10N.,R.5E., 
Sec. 36, E14. 
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T.9N.,R.6E., 
Sec. 6, W\% excepting Exchange Survey 
278 and patented MS~7814A; 
Sec. 7, lots 3, 4, 5, 8, and 9, and SEYNW\. 
T.10N.,R.6E., 
Sec. 31, W%. 


The areas described aggregate approxi- 
mately 1,342.79 acres. 


VirGIL O. SEISER, 
Chief, Branch of Lands. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11659; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 





[Wyoming 15419] 
WYOMING 


Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and 
Reservation of Lands 


SEPTEMBER 19, 1968. 

The Bureau of Land Management, US. 
Department of the Interior, has filed an 
application, Serial No. Wyoming 15419, 
for the withdrawal of the public lands 
described below from all forms of appro- 
priation under the public land laws, 
including the mining laws but not State 
Selections, the Recreation and Public 
Purposes Act, 1964 Public Sales Act and 
the Mineral Leasing Act, pursuant to 
authority of Executive Order 10355. The 
private lands in which the United States 
owns the mineral estate will be with- 
drawn from location and entry under 
the mining laws. 

The applicant desires the land for pro- 
tection of a planned National Girl Scout 
Center, which is to be developed for out- 
door recreation and conservation activity 
for girl scouts. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges- 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Department of the Interior, 2120 
Capitol Avenue, Cheyenne, Wyo. 82001. 

If circumstances warrant, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 
The lands involved in the application 
are: 

SIxTH PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, WYOMING 
VACANT PUBLIC LANDS 
T.46N., R. 86 W., 
Sec. 6, lot 3. 
T.47N., R. 86 W., ‘ 

Sec. 2, W144SW4SW,; 

Sec. 3, E44SE\%4; 

Sec. 9, SE4,NE\4; 

Sec. 10, NWY%4,NE\; 

Sec. 15, NW4SW,; 

Sec. 19, lot 4; 

Sec. 21, E¥4; 

Sec. 22,W144NW;: 

Sec. 28, S4NWY, and SW\,;: 

Sec. 29,S14N% and S\,; 

Sec. 30, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and NEY4NE\%, 


S%NE%, SE4NW%, E%SW%, and 
SE; 

Sec. 31, lot 1, NE4, NEYZNW%, SE4SW%, 
and W%4SE\,; 

Sec. 32, NE4, NE4NW\%, NW%4SE\%, and 
E%4SE\%; 

Sec. 33, N4NW%, SWY4NW%, and W% 


SW. 
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T. 46 N., R. 87 W., 

Séc. 1,N%4SE\%. 

T.47N., R. 87 W., 

Sec. 22, NW%4,NE%, S4%NE%, SEYNWY, 
SEYNEYNW%, SEYZSWY%NWK, NEY 
SW%,S%4SW, and SEX; 

Sec. 23, NEY%NE%, S%NE\%, 
and SE\%4; 

Sec. 24, NW%4SW\%, NEYSE%, and 8% 
SE; 

Sec. 25; 

Sec. 26,N1%4N\% and SE\%; 

Sec. 27, N4NE%, SW%4NE%, Wi, NW% 
SEY, and S%4SE\4; 

Sec. 28, NEY4NEY, andS%SW; 

Sec. 33, EY,NEY%, SW%NE\%, and SW% 
NW; 

Sec. 34, NW; 

Sec. 35, E¥,SE%. 


PATENTED LANDS WITH MINERAL ESTATE OWNED 
BY UNITED STATES 


T.46N., R. 86 W., 
Sec. 5, lots 2 to 4, inclusive, and SW4,NE\%, 
SW, and W%SE\%; 
Sec. 6, lots 2, 4, 5, and SEYZNW%, SW% 
NE\%, and NEY4SE. 
T.47N., R. 86 W., 
Sec. 2, lot 4, SWY%4SWYNWY, NYSW% 
NW, and WY%NWY,SWk; 
Sec. 3, lot 1, SEYNEY%, SW%SW%, and 
WYSE; . 
Sec. 9, NEY,NEY%, EYSW%, and ESE; 
Sec. 10, SWY%NE\%, and WY; 
Sec. 15, NWY%NE\%, SWYNW, and SW% 
SW; 
Sec. 22,W%SW,: 
Sec. 27, NWY%NW,; 
Sec. 28, NN; 
Sec. 31, lots 2 to 4, inclusive, SE¥ZNW\%, 
NEYSW*\%, and EX%SE\,; 
Sec. 32, NWY%SWY%, SY4SW%, and SW% 
SEY. 
T.46N.,R. 87 W., 
Sec. 1, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and S14,4N%; 
Sec. 2, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, and S1,4N\4. 
T.47N., R. 87 W., 
Sec. 183, EXZNWY%, NY%SWY, SWYSW, 
NWSE, and S%SE\; 
Sec. 14, E4.NE%, SWY%NEY,SYNWY, WH 
Sw, and SE; 
Sec. 15, SEY4NEY%, NWY%SE%, and E% 
SEY; 
Sec. 22, NEY,NE\; 
Sec. 23, NWY%,NE\Y and NNW; 
Sec. 24,N%4; 
Sec. 26,544.N% and SW\,; 
Sec. 27, SEY4NEY% and NEYSE\,; 
Sec. 34, E4; 
Sec. 35, N14,SW\%, and W1%4SE\%. 


The areas described aggregate a total 
of 11,612.68 acres of public and privately 
owned lands in which the United States 
owns the minerals. 


SYNW, 


Ep PIERSON, 
State Director. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11660; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 
DARIUS N. KEATON, JR. 


Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during 
the past 6 months; 


NOTICES 


(1) Sold 1,000 shares Signal Oil & Gas 
Class A common stock. 

(2) None. 

(3) None. 

(4) None. 


This statement is made as of Septem- 
ber 14, 1968. 


Dated: September 12, 1968. 


D. N. KEatTon, Jr. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11664; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


EDGAR A. WEYMOUTH 
Statement of Changes in Financial 
Interests 


In accordance with the requirements 
of section 710(b) (6) of the Defense Pro- 
duction Act of 1950, as amended, and 
Executive Order 10647 of November 28, 
1955, the following changes have taken 
place in my financial interests during the 
past 6 months: 

(1) None. 

(2) None. 

(3) None. 

(4) None. 


This statement is made as of Septem- 
ber 25, 1968. 


Dated: September 12, 1968. 


E. A. WEYMOUTH. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11665; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


Business and Defense Services 
Administration 


COLORADO STATE UNIVERSITY 


Notice of Decision on Application for 
Duty-Free Entry of Scientific Article 


The following is a decision on an appli- 
eation for duty-free entry of a scientific 
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the 
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural 
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub- 
lic Law 89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the 
regulations issued thereunder (32 F.R. 
2433 et seq.). 

A copy of the record pertaining to 
this decision is available for public re- 
view during ordinary business hours of 
the Department of Commerce, at the 
Scientific Instrument Evaluation Divi- 
sion, Department of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

Docket No. 68—-00576-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: Colorado State University, Fort 
Collins, Colo. 80521. Article: Electron 
microscope, Elmiskop IA. Manufacturer: 
Siemens & Halske, West Germany. In- 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used for both high and low magnifica- 
tion microscopy of plastic embedded mi- 
croorganisms. The organisms studied will 
be fixed by the most delicate fixative pro- 
cedures incubated according to a number 
of cytochemical procedures for intra- 
cellular localization of specific enzymes, 


which include acid and alkaline phos- 
photase, lipase, succinic dehydrogenase, 
ATPase, peroxidase and B-glucerona- 
dase. Application received by Commis- 
sioner of Customs: May 9, 1968. Com- 
ments: No comments have been received 
with respect to this application. Deci- 
sion: Application approved. No instru- 
ment or apparatus of equivalent scien- 
tific value to the foreign article for the 
purposes for which such article is in- 
tended to be used, is being manufactured 
in the United States. Reasons: The only 
known comparable domestic instrument 
is the Model EMU-4 electron microscope 
manufactured by the Radio Corporation 
of America (RCA). Effective September 
1968, the RCA Model EMU-4 has been 
redesigned to increase certain perform- 
ance capabilities, with a quoted delivery 
time of 60 days. However, since the ap- 
plicant placed the order for the foreign 
article prior to May 9, 1968, the deter- 
mination of scientific equivalency has 
been made with reference to the charac- 
teristics and specifications of the RCA 
Model EMU-4 relevant at that time. (1) 
The foreign article has a guaranteed 
resolution of 5 Angstroms, whereas the 
RCA Model EMU-4 had a guaranteed 
resolution of 8 Angstroms. (The lower 
the numerical rating in terms of Ang- 
strom units, the better the resolving 
capabilities.) For the purposes for which 
the foreign article is intended to be used, 
the highest possible resolving power must 
be utilized. Therefore, the additional re- 
solving capabilities of the foreign article 
are pertinent. (2) The foreign article 
provides accelerating voltages of 40, 
60, 80, and 100 kilovolts, whereas the 
RCA Model EMU-4 provided only 50 
and 100 kilovolt accelerating voltages. 
It has been experimentally established 
that the lower accelerating voltages of 
the foreign article offer optimum con- 
trast for thin unstained biological 
specimens and that the voltage inter- 
mediate between 50 and 100 kilovolts 
affords optimum contrast for nega- 
tively stained specimens. The research 
program with which the foreign article 
is intended to be used involves experi- 
ments on both unstained and negatively 
stained specimens. Therefore, the addi- 
tional accelerating voltages provided by 
the foreign article are pertinent. 

For these reasons, we find that the 
RCA Model EMU-4 is not of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign article for 
the purposes for which such article is 
intended. 

The Department of Commerce knows 
of no other instrument or apparatus of 


equivalent scientific value to the foreign 
article, for the purposes for which such 
article is intended to be used, which is 
being manufactured in the United States. 
CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin- 
istration. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11672; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK 
ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Articles 


The following are notices of the receipt 
of applications for duty-free entry of sci- 
entific articles pursuant to section 6(c) 
of the Educational, Scientific, and Cul- 
tural Materials Importation Act of 1966 
(Public Law 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). In- 
terested persons may present their views 
with respect to the question of whether 
an instrument or apparatus of equivalent 
scientific value for the purposes for which 
the article is intended to be used is being 
manufactured in the United States. Such 
comments must be filed in triplicate with 
the Director, Scientific Instrument Eval- 
uation Division, Business and Defense 
Services Administration, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, within 20 calendar days after 
date on which this notice of application 
is published in the FepErRAL REGISTER. 

Regulations issued under cited Act, 
published in the February 4, 1967, issue of 
the FepERAL REGISTER, prescribe the re- 
quirements applicable to comments. 

A copy of each application is-on file, 
and may be examined during ordinary 
Commerce Department business hours at 
the Scientific Instrument Evaluation Di- 
vision, Department of Commerce, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

A copy of each comment filed with the 
Director of the Scientific Instrument 
Evaluation Division must also be mailed 
or delivered to the applicant, or its au- 
thorized agent, if any, to whose applica- 
tion the comment pertains; and the com- 
ment filed with the Director must certify 
that such copy has been mailed or de- 
livered to the applicant. 

Docket No. 69-00132-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: State University of New York, 
Downstate Medical Center, 450 Clarkson 
Avenue, Brooklyn, N.Y. 11203. Article: 
Electron microscope, Model AEI EM6B. 
Manufacturer: Associated Electrical In- 
dustries, Ltd., U.K. Intended use of arti- 
cle: The article will be used in the follow- 
ing areas: 


a. Teaching electron microscopy to stu- 
dents and staff at the institution. 

b. Research in the normal structure of 
muscle terminations, adult nervous tissue, 
differentiating liver, nervous tissue and kid- 
ney, and growing oocytes. 

c. Very high resolution studies will be 
made on the substructure of cellular mem- 
branes, the subunits of which are below the 
10 Angstrom level. 

d. Cellular organelles and cellular compart- 
mentation will be studied on long ribbons 
of serial sections. 


Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: August 22, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00136-—70-46040. Appli- 
cant: Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cam- 
bridge, Mass. 02139. Article: Electron 
microscope, Model EM-100C. Manufac- 
turer: N. V. Philips Electronics, The 
Netherlands. Intended use of article: The 
article will be used for instruction in the 


NOTICES 


School of Engineering Sciences of both 
undergraduate and graduate students. 
Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: August 26, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00137-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of California, Davis 
School of Veterinary Medicine, Davis, 
Calif. 95616. Article: Electron micro- 
scope, Model AEI EM6B. Manufacturer: 
GEC-AEI Electronics, Ltd., U.K. In- 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used for biomedical research in the 
following areas: 


a. Morphology and ultrastructure of ani- 
mal viruses that produce disease and cancer 
in different kinds of animals. 

b. Replication of animal viruses on the 
cellular level with emphasis on the sites and 
mode of virus reproduction. 

c. Studies on feline and canine leukemia 
with special reference to the mode of trans- 
mission, cell types and sites of virus 
synthesis. 

d. Effects of the beta-lysins and other 
cationic proteins on morphological altera- 
tions of bacteria. 

e. Changes in the pulmonary system in 
response to toxic and physical factors. 

f. Study of glomerular lesions in canine 
pyometra and associated renal disorders. 

g. Ultrastructure of macrophages in cellu- 
lar immunity and antibody production. 


Application received by Commissioner of 
Customs: August 26, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00138-67-46040. Appli- 
cant: Wayne State University, Depart- 
ment of Metallurgy, Detroit, Mich. 
48202. Article: Electron microscope, 
Model AEI EM6G. Manufacturer: GEC-— 
AEI Electronics, Ltd., U.K. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used 
for research in the following areas; 
mechanism and kinetics of solid state 
transformations including martensitic 
reactions, precipitation reactions, and 
recovery and annealing processes. Also, 
dislocations and substructures will be 
studied in connection with research in 
the areas outlined. Application received 
by Commissioner of Customs: August 26, 
1968. 

Docket No. 69-00139-33-41400. Appli- 
cant: University of Hawaii Medical 
School, c/o Leahi Hospital, 3675 Kilaueau 
Avenue, Honolulu, Hawaii 96816. Article: 
Electric Microtome knife sharpener, 
Model “MN-61”. Manufacturer: Sakura 
Finetechnical Co., Ltd., Japan. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used to 
maintain special histotechnical knives 
employed at the institution. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
August 26, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00140-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: Roswell Park Memorial Institute, 
New York State Department of Health, 
666 Elm Street, Buffalo, N.Y. 14203. Arti- 
cle: Electron microscope, Model Elmiskop 
IA and accessories. Manufacturer: Sie- 
mens AG, West Germany. Intended use 
of article: The article will be used for 
studying subunit structure of subcellular 
organelles of the cancer cells in search 
and identification of viral agents in 
human tissues. From these studies, the 
applicant hopes to gain information on 
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the possible etiology, pathogenesis or 
mode of replication of viruses associated 
with lymphomas and correlate any fine 
structural changes with their functional 
(immunological) state. Application re- 
ceived by Commissioner of Customs: 
August 27, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00141-01-77030. Appli- 
cant: University of Illinois at Chicago 
Circle, 601 South Morgan Street, Chicago, 
Til. 60680. Article: Nuclear induction 
spectrometer, HX series. Manufacturer: 
Bruker Physik, West Germany. Intended 
use of article: The article will be used 
to study complexes of platinum and rho- 
dium with phosphorus ligands. It is 
hoped that experiments with these two 
model systems will provide a good deal 
of information not only about the sys- 
tems themselves, but also concerning the 
number of applications that these tech- 
niques will have to transition metal 
chemistry. The initial experiments are 
geared at providing measurements of 
central-atom chemical shifts and cou- 
pling constants in widely varying phos- 
phorus complexes of platinum and 
rhodium. Application received by Com- 
missioner of Customs: August 27, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00148-33-46040. Appli- 
cant: University of Washington, Depart- 
ment of Neurological Surgery, Seattle, 
Wash. 98105. Article: Electron micro- 
scope, Model EM300 and accessories. 
Manufacturer: Philips Electronic In- 
struments, The Netherlands. Intended 
aise of article: The article will be used 
by the applicant as an integral part of 
an expanding program of research in the 
nervous system with emphasis on epi- 
lepsy and related neurological condi- 
tions. Some of the areas to be studied are 
as follows: 


1. Normal fine structure of synaptic com- 
plexes in various areas of the brain. 

. 2. Variations in the ultrastructure of syn- 
apses using a spectrum of fixation and 
straining procedure. 

3. Fine structural changes in synaptic re- 
gions after various acute experimental lesions 
producing degeneration. 

4. The process of degeneration at a fine 
structural level in cerebral cortex and brain 
stem nuclei. 


Application received by Commissioner 
of Customs: August 30, 1968. 

Docket No. 69-00150—00—46040. Appli- 
cant: Massachusetts Institute of Tech- 
nology, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, Cam- 
bridge, Mass. 02139. Article: Large angle 
goniometer stage for JEM-7 electron 
microscope. Manufacturer: Japan Elec- 
tron Optics Laboratory Ltd., Japan. In- 
tended use of article: The article will be 
used as an aecessory to an existing 
JEM-7 electron microscope. Application 
received by Commissioner of Customs: 
September 3, 1968. 


CHARLEY M. DENTON, 
Assistant Administrator for In- 
dustry Operations, Business 
and Defense Services Admin- 
istration. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11673; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDU- 
CATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
ATLAS CHEMICAL INDUSTRIES, INC. 


Notice of Withdrawal of Petition 
for Food Additives 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
409(b), 72 Stat. 1786; 21 U.S.C. 348(b)), 
the following notice is issued: 

In accordance with § 121.52 With- 
drawal of petitions without prejudice of 
the procedural food additive regulations 
(21 CFR 121.52), Atlas Chemical Indus- 
tries, Inc., Wilmington, Del. 19899, has 
withdrawn its petition (FAP 8B2248), 
notice of which was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER of January 26, 1968 
(33 F.R. 1026) , proposing an amendment 
to §$121.2576 Cross-linked polyester 
resins to provide for the safe use of vinyl- 
cyclohexene dioxide as an optional com- 
ponent in cross-linked polyester resins 
intended for food-contact use. 


Dated: September 17, 1968. 


J.K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11699; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


GEIGY CHEMICAL CORP. 


Notice of Amended Filing of Petition 
Regarding Pesticides 


Notice was given in the FepERAL REcIs- 
TER of August 5, 1967 (32 F.R. 11389), 
that a petition (PP 7F0620) had been 
filed by the Geigy Chemical Corp., Ards- 
ley, N.Y. 10502, proposing the establish- 
ment of tolerances for residues of the 
herbicide atrazine (2-chloro-4-ethyl- 
amino-6-isopropylamino-s-triazine) in 
or on the raw agricultural commodities: 
Perennial rye grass at 15 parts per mil- 
lion; pineapple (forage and fodder) at 
10 parts per million; wheat (straw, for- 
age, and hay) at 5 parts per million; 
and macadamia nuts, pineapple (fruit), 
Sugarcane (cane, forage, and fodder), 
and wheat (grain) at 0.25 part per 
million. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d)(1)) and §120.9 of the pesticide 
procedural regulations (21 CFR 120.9), 
notice is given that said petition has been 
amended by proposing additional toler- 
ances for residues of atrazine in or on 
meat, fat, and meat byproducts of cat- 
tle, goats, hogs, horses, poultry, and 
sheep at 0.1 part per million; and in milk 
at 0.05 part per million. 


Dated: September 17, 1968. 
J.K. Kix, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F-R. Doc. 68-11700; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 am.] 


NOTICES 


INTERNATIONAL MINERALS & 
CHEMICAL CORP. 


Notice of Filing of Petition Regarding 
Pesticide Chemicals 


Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d) (1)), notice is given that a petition 
(PP 9F0751) has been filed by Markel and 
Hill, Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 
20004, on behalf of International Miner- 
als & Chemical Corp., Skokie, Ill., propos- 
ing the establishment of an exemption 
from the requirement of a tolerance (21 
CFR 120.1011) for residues of an insec- 
ticide containing viable spores of the 
micro-organism Bacillus thuringiensis 
Berliner in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities citrus, cucumbers, egg- 
plants, okra, and peppers. 

The analytical method proposed in the 
petition for determining residues of vi- 
able spores of Bacillus thuringiensis 
Berliner is a spore-count assay that con- 
sists of a standard plate-count procedure 
using a heat-treated suspension (60° C. 
for 60 minutes) of the material to be 
tested. 


Dated: September 17, 1968, 
J.K. Kirk, 


Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc..68-11701; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


THOMPSON-HAYWARD CHEMICAL 
co. 


Notice of Amended Filing of Petition 
Regarding Pesticides 

Notice was given in the FepERAL REG- 
IsteR of March 2, 1968 (33 F.R. 4116), 
that a petition (PP 8F0700) had been 
filed by the Thompson-Hayward Chem- 
ical Co., Post Office Box 2383, Kansas 
City, Mo. 66110, proposing the establish- 
ment of a tolerance for negligible resi- 
dues of the fungicide triphenyltin hy- 
droxide in or on the raw agricultural 
commodity peanuts at 0.05 part per 
million. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
eral Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (sec. 
408(d) (1), 68 Stat. 512; 21 U.S.C. 346a 
(d) (1)) and § 120.9 of the pesticide pro- 
cedural regulations (21 CFR 120.9), no- 
tice is given that said petition has been 
amended by proposing additional toler- 
ances for negligible residues of triphenyl- 
tin hydroxide in or on meat, fat, and 
meat byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, 
horses, poultry, and sheep at 0.05 part 
per million. 


Dated: September 17, 1968. 


J. K. Kirk, 
Associate Commissioner 
for Compliance. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11702; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


VIOMYCIN SULFATE FOR INTRA- 
MUSCULAR INJECTION 


Drugs for Human Use; Drug Efficacy 
Study Implementation 


The Food and Drug Administration 
has evaluated reports from the National 
Academy of Sciences—National Research 
Council, Drug Efficacy Study Group, on 
the following viomycin sulfate prepara- 
tions for intramuscular use: 

1. Vinactane Sulfate; 1 gram and 5 
grams of viomycin (present as the sul- 
fate) per vial; marketed by CIBA Phar- 
maceutical Co., 556 Morris Avenue, Sum- 
mit, N.J. 07901. 

2. Viocin Sulfate; 1 gram and 5 grams 
of viomycin (present as the sulfate) per 
vial; marketed by Charles Pfizer & Co., 
Inc., 235 East 42d Street, New York, N.Y. 
10017. 

3. Viomycin Sulfate; equivalent to 1 
gram and 5 grams of viomycin per vial; 
marketed by Parke, Davis & Co., Joseph 
Campau at the River, Detroit, Mich. 
48232. 

The Food and Drug Administration 
concurs in the conclusions of the Acad- 
emy that this drug is bacteriostatic 
against Mycobacterium tuberculosis and, 
when given with one or more other effec- 
tive antituberculous agents, is suitable 
for treatment of active adult tuberculosis 
after failure of treatment with primary 
drugs. 

Preparations containing this drug are 
subject to the antibiotic certification pro- 
cedures pursuant to section 507 of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 
Batches of the drug for which certifica- 
tion is requested should be labeled in 
accord with the labeling information in 
this announcement. All suppliers are re- 
quested to submit, within 60 days from 
the date of publication of this announce- 
ment, supplements to their antibiotic 
form 5 or 6 applications to provide for 
revised labeling. Those parts of the label- 
ing indicated below should be substan- 
tially as follows: 


AcTION 


Bacteriostasis against Mycobacterium tu- 
berculosis. 


INDICATIONS 


Failure after adequate treatment with 
primary drugs (i.e. isoniazid, streptomycin, 
aminosalicylic acid) in any form of active 
adult tuberculosis. Viomycin should be given 
with one or more other effective antituber- 
culous agents. 


CONTRAINDICATION 
Known hypersensitivity to viomycin. 
WARNING 


Viomycin should be used only when close 
Observation of the patient is possible and 
when laboratory facilities are available. 

Viomycin should be discontinued if hyper- 
sensitivity develops, as manifested by fever 
or rash. 

Progressive renal insufficiency may require 
discontinuation of therapy. 

Vertigo, tinnitus, or hearing loss appearing 
with viomycin therapy indicates eighth nerve 


damage which may require discontinuance 
of therapy. 
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Use IN CHILDREN: Safe use of this drug in 
children has not been established. Because of 
its potential toxicity, the use of viomycin in 
children should be avoided unless crucial to 
therapy. 

PRECAUTIONS 


Pretreatment examinations should include 
in vitro susceptibility tests of recent cul- 
tures of M. tuberculosis from the patient, as 
measured against viomycin and other anti- 
tuberculous drugs. 

Periodic determinations of renal function 
prior to and every 1 to 2 weeks during therapy 
(include serum Na, K, Cl, Ca, P, and Co,) as 
well as tests of vestibular and audiometric 
function for evidence of eighth cranial nerve 
damage should be performed. 


ADVERSE REACTIONS 


Toxic manifestations involve the following: 

1. Labyrinth: Vertigo; tinnitus (low 
pitch); and hearing loss. 

2. Kidney: Nitrogen‘ retention; decreased 
blood bicarbonate; decreased creatinine clear- 
ance; hematuria; proteinuria; cylindruria; 
and renal loss of K, Ca, and Cl (as also re- 
flected in ECG changes), with resultant 
lowering of serum values. 

Hypersensitivity reactions, including rash, 
eosinophilia, drug fever, and laryngeal edema. 


DOSAGE AND ADMINISTRATION 


Viomycin sulfate is to be administered 
by the intramuscular route only. Usual dos- 
age of viomycin (calculated as the base) is 
2.0 grams, given in divided doses at 12-hour 
intervals twice a week. The total duration of 
treatment with viomycin may be limited by 
toxicity, drug resistance, or relapse. 

Viomycin should be administered in com- 
bination with one or more antituberculous 
drugs to which the patient’s organisms have 
been shown to be susceptible. 


The firms listed above have been 
mailed a copy of the NAS—-NRC report to- 
gether with a copy of the labeling condi- 
tions contained in this announcement. 
Any manufacturer, packer, or distributor 
of a drug of composition and labeling 
similar to the drug listed in this an- 
nouncement or any other interested 
person may obtain a copy of the NAS~ 
NRC report by writing to the Food and 
Drug Administration, Press Relations 
Office, 200 C Street SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20204. 

Any interested person may submit 
written comments regarding this an- 
nouncement within 30 days after its 
publication in the Frprerat ReEcIsTeEr. 
Comments should be addressed to the 
Special Assistant for Drug Efficacy Study 
Implementation, Bureau of Medicine, 
Food and Drug Administration, 200 C 
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20204. 

This notice is issued pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (secs. 502, 507, 52 Stat. 
1050-51, as amended, 59 Stat. 463, as 
amended; 21 U.S.C. 352, 357) and under 
authority. delegated to the Commissioner 
of Food and Drugs (21 CFR 2.120). 


Dated: September 19, 1968. 


HERBERT L. Ley, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-11703; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


NOTICES 


DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


Coast Guard 
1CGFR 68-108] 


PORTION OF DELAWARE RIVER, 
CHESTER, PA. 


Closure to Navigation During Launch- 
ing of “S.S. American Leader” 


By virtue of the authority vested in me 
as Commandant, U.S. Coast Guard, by 
49 CFR 1.4 (32 F.R. 5606) and Executive 
Order 10173 as amended by Executive 
Orders 10277, 10352, and 11249, I hereby 
affirm for publication in the FEDERAL 
REGIsTER the order of J. J. McClelland, 
Captain, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Com- 
mander, 3d Coast Guard District, who 
has exercised authority as District 
Commander, such order reading as 
follows: 


PoRTION OF DELAWARE RIVER, CHESTER, Pa. 


Under the authority of Title II of the 
Espionage Act of June 15, 1917, 40 Stat. 220, 
50 U.S.C. 191 and Executive Order 10173 as 
amended, I declare that from 5 p.m., e.d.t., on 
Thursday, September 26, 1968, until com- 
pletion of the launching at 7 p.m., e.d.t., 
Thursday, September 26, 1968, the following 
area is a security zone and I order that it be 
closed to any person or vessel due to the 
launching of hull No. 643, the S.S. American 
Leader: 

The waters of the Delaware River, Chester, 
Pa., within the coordinates of latitude 
39°50’55’’ N., longitude 75°20’46’" W., at 
the shoreline of Chester, Pa., thence south- 
easterly to latitude 39°50’34’’ N., longitude 
75°20'33’’ W., thence northeasterly to lati- 
tude 39°50’45’’ N., longitude 75°19’29’’ W., 
thence north to latitude 39°51'22” N., 
longitude 75°19’32’’ W. 

No person or vessel may remain in or enter 
this security zone. 

The Captain of the Port, Philadelphia, 
Pa., shall enforce this order. 

The Captain of the Port may be assisted 
by employees and facilities of any State or 
political subdivision thereof or any Federal 
agency. 

For violation of this order Title II of the 
Espionage Act of June 15, 1917 (40 Stat. 220 
as amended, 50 U.S.C. 192), provides: 

“If any owner, agent, master, officer, or 
person in charge, or any member of the crew 
of any such vessel fails to comply with any 
regulation or rule issued or order given under 
the provisions of this chapter, or obstructs or 
interferes with the exercise of any power 
conferred by this chapter, the vessel, together 
with her tackle, apparel, furniture, and 
equipment, shall be subject to seizure and 
forfeiture to the United States in the same 
manner as merchandise is forfeited for viola- 
tion of the Customs Revenue Laws; and the 
person guilty of such failure, obstruction, or 
interference shall be punished by imprison- 
ment for not more than 10 years and may, in 
the discretion of the court, be fined not more 
than $10,000. 

“If any other person knowingly fails to 
comply with any regulation or rule issued or 
order given under the provisions of this chap- 
ter, knowingly obstructs or interferes with 
the exercise of any power conferred by this 
chapter, he shall be punished by imprison- 
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ment for not more than 10 years and may, at 
the discretion of the court, be fined not more 
than $10,000.” 


Dated: September 20, 1968. 
P. E. TRIMBLE, 
Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, 
Acting Commandant. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11671; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


[Docket No. 19170] 
AEROLINEAS EL SALVADOR, S.A. 
Notice of Hearing 


In the matter of the application of 
Aerolineas El Salvador, S.A., for the re- 
newal of its foreign air carrier permit, 
authorizing the foreign air transporta- 
tion of persons, property, and mail be- 
tween a point or points in El Salvador 
and the terminal point, Miami, Fla. 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended, that a hearing in 
the above-entitled proceeding is assigned 
to be held on October 2, 1968, at 10 a.m., 
e.d.s.t., in Room 911, Universal Building, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C., before the undersigned 
Examiner. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 20, 1968. 


[SEAL] 





LESLIE G. DONAHUE, 
Hearing Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11685; Piled, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 20263; Order 68-9-97] 
AIR CARRIER DISCUSSIONS 


Order Regarding Common Fare Ar- 
rangement With Stopover Privileges 
in Conjunction With Service to 
Hawaii 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C., 
on the 20th day of September 1968. 

By tariff filings initially marked to 
become effective September 16, 18, and 
22, 1968, Pan American World Airways, 
Inc., jointly with American Airlines, 
Inc., and Trans World Airlines, Inc., 
Northwest Airlines, Inc., and United Air 
Lines, Inec., respectively, proposed 
round-trip economy class group inclu- 
sive tour-basing fares between selected 
Mainland points, on the one hand, and 
Honolulu and Hilo, Hawaii, on the other. 
In addition, Pan American proposed for 
October 5, 1968, effectiveness a tariff 
which would meet the Northwest pro- 
posal from the Pacific northwest. A com- 
plaint and a letter of protest were filed 
against the joint proposal of Pan Ameri- 
can, American, and Trans World Air- 
lines, Inc., and complaints have also 
been lodged against the United pro- 
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posal.’ No complaints have been received 
with respect to Northwest, or to Pan 
American’s filing for October 5 
effectiveness. 

The complaints and protest letter 
against the Pan American and United 
proposals variously allege, inter alia, 
that the Pan American proposal is de- 
fective because travel can be accom- 
plished individually within the Conti- 
nental United States; that the United 
proposal violates normal rate making 
principles by introducing charter princi- 
ples into individually ticketed services 
and that the Pan American and the 
United proposals are each unlawful in 
that they do not provide common faring 
and a stopover at all points between the 
Hilo and Honolulu Gateways to the 
State of Hawaii. In this regard, it is 
contended that the authority granted by 
the Board for temporary service at Hilo 
required such common faring as a con- 
dition to the operating authority and 
that the absence of common fares is in 
derogation of the carriers’ agreement 
and the Board’s order of approval 
thereof. Further, it is asserted that the 
basis for this requirement was to 
strengthen the economy of the State by 
getting the tourists to the neighbor Is- 
lands and by lessening the impact of 
the direct Hilo service upon Aloha Air- 
lines, Inc., and Hawaiian Airlines, Inc. 

In view of the various complaints filed 
against the proposed tariffs, the carriers 
have deferred the effective date of their 
respective proposals until October 27, 
1968. No complaints were directed to the 
Northwest or to the Pan American pro- 
posals for group inclusive tour from the 
Pacific northwest gateway. Those pro- 
posals provide the common fare and 
stopover stipulation. However, there is 
a competitive relationship as among the 
proposals of each of the carriers and 
accordingly the effectiveness of the 
Northwest and Pan American tariffs 
providing service over the Pacific north- 
west gateway was also deferred. 

In the Hilo-Mainland Temporary 
Service Investigation, Docket 17615 it 
was found that the public interest re- 
quired that direct service to Hilo be on 
the basis that there be established a 
common fare plan that allows stopovers 
at the point of entry and any intermedi- 
ate point, with or without a nominal 
stopover charge, whether entry or de- 
parture from the state is at Honolulu 
or Hilo (mimeo page 34). It was further 


1 United filed a complaint in Docket 20111 
against the Pan American proposal and a 
communication on behalf of Aloha Airlines, 
Inc., and Hawaiian Airlines, Inc., protesting 
the Pan American fare as unlawful has been 
received. 

A telegraphic complaint on behalf of Over- 
seas National Airways, Inc., and Trans Inter- 
national Airlines, Inc., Docket 20179, was 
filed against the United proposal. Subse- 
quently separate written complaints were 
submitted by each of these carriers. Aloha 
and Hawaiian, by a joint complaint in 
Docket 20181 have also complained against 
the United proposal. 

The order herein considers matters in- 
volved in the foregoing complaints and the 
tariffs relating thereto. 


NOTICES 


determined that the certificates be with- 
held until after a common fare be filed 
embodying these essentials (mimeo page 
43). Pursuant to authorized discussions, 
the Hawaiian and Pacific trunk carriers 
entered into an agreement for common 
fares which was approved by the Board 
as consistent with its requirements in 
the Hilo case. Neither the Board’s grant 
of authority, the intercarrier agreement, 
nor the approval thereof specified 
whether the common fare requirement 
should extend to all promotional fares. 

Nevertheless, the Board is of the view 
that common faring provisions applica- 
ble to the group inclusive fares would be 
desirable. The Board, therefore, urges 
that this matter be considered by the 
carriers, including the matter of the divi- 
sion of revenues of the joint fares. 

In connection with the establishment 
of service fo Hilo, the Board authorized 
air carrier discussions among United, 
Aloha, Hawaiian, Northwest, and Pan 
American to consider common fare ar- 
rangements with stopover privileges, pro- 
vided such discussions would not con- 
sider Hawaii/Mainland fare levels. 
(Order E-25441, dated July 21, 1967.) 
Subsequently by Order E-25739, Septem- 
ber 26, 1967, the Board approved the 
carrier agreement reached at such dis- 
cussions and provided for amended 
certificates of authority to be issued to 
Northwest, Pan. American, and United 
for temporary service at Hilo. It appears 
that carrier discussions may provide 
procedures under which the carriers con- 
cerned can establish joint fares which 
will provide the common fare and stop- 
over privileges to these promotional 
fares and thus provide to the public, to 
the outer Island/Hawaiian points and to 
the Hawaiian carriers the benefits and 
protection which has been established 
for normal fares to Hawaii. We will 
therefore authorize such discussions. 
The carriers, however, are not author- 
ized to discuss the level of the group in- 
clusive tour-basing fares.2 The Board 
notes that the relative impact upon the 
local vis-a-vis the trunk carrier of the 
agreed revenue division is different when 
applied to reduced promotional fares 
as compared with normal fares. The au- 
thority for discussion, accordingly, will 
include the opportunity for the carriers 
to discuss this matter. 

The Board further notes that Ameri- 
can and Trans World have an interest in 
this matter, inasmuch as they would par- 
ticipate jointly with Pan American in 
its proposal. The order will, therefore, 
authorize the participation in the dis- 
cussion by any scheduled carrier which 
considers it may desire to participate in 
these joint round-trip group inclusive 
excursion fares. In-addition, the order 


2? Thus while the authority herein will per- 
mit discussion of common fares to other 
Hawaiian points and stopover privileges in 
conjunction therewith, this authority will 
not extend to carrier discussions concerning 
modification of the proposed or existing tar- 


_.iffs, except to the extent that modification 


of tariffs would be required to extend the 
common fare with stopover privileges to 
other Hawaiian points. 


will contain the usual provisions with 
respect to notice of meeting, the oppor- 
tunity for the presence of Board ob- 
servers, the maintenance of minutes, 
and filing with the Board and the re- 
quirement that the agreements be ap- 
proved prior to becoming effective. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
sections 204(a), 412, and 414 thereof: 

It is ordered, That: 

1. Aloha Airlines, Inc., Hawaiian Air- 
lines, Inc., Northwest Airlines, Inc., Pan 
American World Airways, Inc., and 
United Air Lines, Inc., and such other 
scheduled U.S. carriers as may wish to 
participate with the named carriers in 
joint fares to Hawaii, may engage in 
meetings for a period of 30 days from 
the date of this order, to discuss com- 
mon fare arrangements with stopover 
privileges in conjunction with service to 
Hawaii: Provided, however, These dis- 
cussions shall not consider the Hawaii- 
Mainland fare levels; 

2. A notice of any meeting called pur- 
suant to this order shall be filed with 
the Board in this Docket at least two 
calendar days prior to such meeting; 

3. The Civil Aeronautics Board re- 
serves the right to have one or more ob- 
servers in attendance at these meetings 
which shall be held in Washington, D.C.; 

4. Complete and accurate minutes 
shall be kept of all discussions by the 
carriers, and a true copy thereof filed 
with the Board not later than 15 days 
after the conclusion of each meeting; 

5. Any agreement or agreements 
reached as a result of such discussions 
shall be filed with the Board in accord- 
ance with section 412 of the Act, and 
approved by the Board prior to being 
placed into effect; 

6. This order shall be served upon 
Aloha Airlines, Inc., Hawaiian Airlines, 
Inc., Northwest Airlines, Inc., Pan 
American World Airways, Inc., United 
Air Lines, Inc., American Airlines, Inc., 
and Trans World Airlines, Inc. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11686; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket Nos. 19680, 20267; Order 68-9-110] 
EASTERN AIR LINES, INC. 
Order Instituting Investigation 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington, D.C., on the 
23d day of September 1968. 

Application of Eastern Air Lines, Inc., 
for exemption pursuant to section 416(b) 
of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958, as 
amended, to remove Restriction 7 on 
Eastern’s Route 6, and Restriction 9 on 
Eastern’s Route 10, Docket 19680; Twin 
Cities-Milwaukee Southeast Points In- 
vestigation, Docket 20267. 

Eastern Air Lines, Inc. (Eastern), cur- 
rently holds certificate authority on 
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Routes 6 and 10 between Minneapolis/ 
St. Paul and Milwaukee, on the one hand, 
and points in Florida, on the other, via 
numerous intermediate points and sub- 
ject to long-haul restrictions.” On 
March 4 1968, Eastern filed an applica- 
tion requesting exemption relief from 
restrictions on its operations between 
Twin Cities/Milwaukee and numerous 
points southeast thereof in order to per- 
mit the carrier to provide improved serv- 
ice in the Twin Cities/Milwaukee- 
Southeast markets.” 

In support of its application Eastern 
states that the circumstances have 
changed since the existing conditions 
were imposed on its authority; that 
Northwest Airlines, Inc., which has unre- 
stricted authority in the Twin Cities/ 
Milwaukee-Atlanta/Tampa/Miami mar- 
kets, has not provided adequate service; 
that traffic is greater today than when 
the conditions were imposed; * and that 
Eastern’s competitive service proposals 
will be economic. The carrier also con- 
tends that long-haul restrictions have 
prevented development of the Twin 
Cities/Milwaukee - Indianapolis/Cincin- 
nati/Louisville intermediate markets by 
preventing turnaround service; and that 
there is no longer any need to protect 
United Air Lines, Inc., successor to Cap- 
ital Airlines, Inc., in the Twin Cities- 
Milwaukee-Chicago markets. 

Answers in support of Eastern’s appli- 
cation have been filed by interested civic 
parties.‘ Opposing answers have been 


1Condition 7 on Eastern’s Route 6 requires 
that flights scheduled to serve Milwaukee or 
Twin Cities shall also serve Cincinnati and 
shall originate or terminate at Charlotte/ 
Greensboro-High Point-Winston-Salem, or 
Raleigh-Durham, N.C., or a point south 
thereof. Condition 9 on Eastern’s Route 10 
requires that flights serving Milwaukee or 
Twin Cities and operating over Route 10, 
shall originate or terminate at Nashville, 
Tenn., or a point south thereof and shall 
serve at least two intermediate points be- 
tween Nashville, Tenn., and Miilwaukee, Wis. 

*Eastern requests exemption authority to 
provide nonstop service between Twin Cities- 
Atlanta/Miami; nonstop and one-stop serv- 
ice between Milwaukee and Atlanta; one- 
stop service between Milwaukee and Miami; 
and one-stop service between Twin Cities/ 
Milwaukee and Tampa. The carrier also seeks 
exemption authority to improve service in 
the Twin Cities/Milwaukee-Charlotte/Co- 
lumbia-Raleigh-Durham markets to provide 
turnaround service in the Twin Cities/ 
Milwaukee - Indianapolis/Cincinnati/Louis- 
ville markets; and to make possible single- 
plane service to Puerto Rico and the Baha- 
mas from Twin Cities/Milwaukee. 

* Chicago-Milwaukee-Twin Cities Case, 29 
C.A.B. 901 (1959). 

‘Greater Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce 
and Kenton County Airport Board; Louisville 
and Jefferson County Air Board and Louis- 
ville Area Chamber of Commerce; Charlotte, 
N.C.; Government of the U.S. Virgin Islands; 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; Greater 
West Palm Beach Chamber of Commerce; 
Chicago South Chamber of Commerce; Jack- 
Ssonville Area Chamber of Commerce; city of 
Atlanta, Atlanta Freight Bureau and At- 
lanta Chamber of Commerce; Indianapolis 
Airport Authority and Indianapolis Chamber 
of Commerce; Minneapolis-St. Paul Metro- 
Politan Airports Commission; State of Wis- 
consin; Milwaukee County, and Air Service 
Division of Milwaukee Association of Com- 
merce; Tampa Bay Area Parties; and Greater 
Miami Traffic Association. 


NOTICES 


filed by Delta, Lake Central, North Cen- 
tral, Northwest, Ozark, and United. The 
answers in opposition variously contend 
that the exemption application does not 
meet the requirements of section 416(b) 
of the Act; that the need for additional 
service in the markets has not been 
shown; and that grant of Eastern’s ex- 
emption application would hamper ex- 
isting Board proceedings.° 

Upon consideration of the pleadings 
and all the relevant facts, we have de- 
cided to defer action on Eastern’s ex- 
emption application. We have decided, 
however, to institute an investigation 
to consider the need for additional serv- 
ice between Minneapolis/St. Paul and 
Milwaukee, on the one hand, and At- 
lanta, Tampa, and Miami, on the other. 
For the first three quarters of 1967, 
Twin Cities/Milwaukee exchanged 
20,820, 25,130 and 66,590 passengers, re- 
spectively, with Atlanta, Tampa, and 
Miami. Although Northwest is author- 
ized to provide nonstop service in these 
markets, its existing service is operated 
essentially via Chicago. Excluding Chi- 
cago will further the Board’s effort to 
consider Chicago bypass routes which are 
designed to reduce congestion at Chicago 
and take steps in the direction of de- 
veloping Twin Cities and Milwaukee as 
air traffic hubs in their own right. These 
circumstances warrant consideration of 
the need for additional authority in these 
markets. In order to focus the proceed- 
ing upon the six Twin Cities/Milwaukee- 
Southeast markets, we will require that 
flights operated pursuant to an award in 
this proceeding serve Twin Cities or Mil- 
waukee and at least one of the southeast 
points and that any authority awarded 
herein to a carrier not now holding on- 
segment authority will be in the form of 
a separate segment. 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That: 

1. The application of Eastern Air 
Lines, Inc., for an exemption, Docket 
19680, be and it hereby is deferred; 

2. An investigation, designated the 
Twin Cities-Milwaukee Southeast Points 
Investigation, be and it hereby is insti- 
tuted in Docket 20267 pursuant to sec- 
tions 204(a) and 401(g) of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended, to de- 
termine whether the public convenience 
and necessity require and the Board 
should order, the alteration, amendment, 
or modification of air carrier certificates 
so as to authorize additional service be- 
tween Minneapolis/St. Paul and Mil- 
waukee, on the one hand, and Atlanta, 
Tampa, and Miami, on the other hand, 
subject to the following conditions: 

(a) Any authority awarded in this 
proceeding to a carrier not now holding 
on-segment authority shall be in the 
form of a separate segment or segments; 

(b) Flights operated pursuant to such 
authority shall serve Minneapolis/St. 
Paul or Milwaukee and at least one of the 
designated southeast points; 

3. Motions to consolidate applications 
and motions or petitions seeking recon- 


SE.g., Twin Cities-Milwaukee Long-Haul 
Investigation, Docket 19097; Milwaukee 
Short-Haul Investigation, Docket 19692; and 
North Carolina Points Service Investigation, 
Docket 19617. 
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sideration or modification of this order 
shall be filed no later than 20 days after 
the service date of this order and answers 
to such pleadings shall be filed no later 
than 10 days thereafter; 

4. This proceeding shall be set down 
for hearing before an examiner of the 
Board at a time and place hereafter 
designated; and 

5. A copy of this order shall be served 
upon the cities of Minneapolis, St. Paul, 
Milwaukee, Atlanta, Tampa, and Miami 
and upon Delta Air Lines, Inc., Eastern 
Air Lines, Inc., and Northwest Airlines, 
Inc., who are hereby made parties to this 
proceeding. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


[SEAL] Harotp R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11687; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 18884] 


PACIFIC NORTHWEST-CALIFORNIA 
INVESTIGATION 


Notice of Prehearing Conference 


Notice is hereby given that a prehear- 
ing conference in the above-entitled 
matter is assigned to be held on Octo- 
ber 24, 1968, at 10 a.m., e.d.t., in Room 
726, Universal Building, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., before 
Examiner Robert L. Park. 

In order to facilitate the conduct of 
the conference, interested parties are in- 
structed to submit to the examiner and 
other parties on or before October 15, 
1968, (1) proposed statements of issues; 
(2) proposed stipulations; (3) requests 
for information; (4) statements of posi- 
tions of parties; and (5) proposed pro- 
cedural dates. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., Septem- 
ber 20, 1968. 


[SEAL] Tuomas L. WRENN, 
Chief Examiner. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11688; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 20174; Order 68-9-88] 
VERCOA AIR SERVICE, INC. 
Order To Show Cause 
Issued under delegated authority, Sep- 


tember 20, 1968. 

Vercoa Air Service, Inc. (Vercoa), is 
an air taxi operator providing services 
pursuant to Part 298 of the Board’s eco- 
nomic regulations. By Order 68~—9-87, 
September 20, 1968, the Board approved 
Agreement CAB 20381 between Alle- 
gheny Airlines, Inc., and Vercoa. This 
agreement contemplates that Vercoa will 
discharge Allegheny’s certificate obliga- 
tion to serve Danville, Ill., through the 
operation of small aircraft between Dan- 
ville, Ill., and Chicago (O’Hare),. Il. 
Vercoa expects to initiate service with 
Beech 99 turboprop type aircraft. 
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No service mail rate is currently in 
effect for this service by Vercoa. By peti- 
tion filed September 3, 1968, Vercoa re- 
quested the establishment of final serv- 
ice mail rates for transportation of pri- 
ority and nonpriority mail by air... On 
September 12, 1968, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral filed an answer in support of Ver- 
coa’s petition, subject to the qualifica- 
tion that Vercoa’s services should be 
made subject to the entire provisions of 
Order E-25610, as amended, and of Or- 
der E-17255, as amended. In this way the 
rates for Vercoa’s services would be the 
same as those paid to Allegheny under 
Board orders, either as now prevailing 
or as subsequently amended. 

The rate for the transportation of pri- 
ority mail applicable to service by Alle- 
gheny was established by the Board in 
the Domestic Service Mail Rate Investi- 
gation, Order E-25610, August 28, 1967. 
This rate is the same as that requested 
in Vercoa’s petition. Therefore, we pro- 
pose to establish a service rate for the 
air transportation of priority mail by 
Vercoa at the same level as that estab- 
lished in Order E-25610, and the terms 
and provisions of that order shall be ap- 
plicable to Vercoa in the same manner 
as they were applicable to Allegheny in 
providing mail services between Dan- 
ville, 1l., and Chicago, Tl. 

However, in the case of rates for the 
air transportation of nonpriority mail, 
an open-rate situation has existed since 
April 6, 1967, when the Post Office peti- 
tioned for the establishment of new non- 
priority mail rates in Docket 18381. The 
rates currently being paid air carriers 
(including Allegheny) for the transpor- 
tation of nonpriority mail are those 
established by Order E-17255, July 31, 
1961, in the Nonpriority Mail Rate Case, 
and these rates are subject to such retro- 
active adjustment to April 6, 1967, as the 
final decision in Docket 18381 may pro- 
vide. Since it is the expressed intention 
of the Post Office Department and Ver- 
coa that Vercoa will receive the same 
compensation as Allegheny would for the 
same services, we propose to establish a 
temporary service rate for nonpriority 
mail for Vercoa at the level established 
in Order E-17255, as amended, and the 
terms and provisions of that order shall 
be applicable to Vercoa in the same man- 
ner as they were applicable to Allegheny 
in providing mail service between Dan- 
ville, Ill., and Chicago, Ill. We will also 
make Vercoa a party to the proceedings 
in Docket 18381 and the temporary non- 
priority mail rate established herein 
shall be subject to such retroactive ad- 
justment as may be ordered in that 
proceeding. 

Under the circumstances, the Board 
finds it in the public interest to fix and 
determine the fair and reasonable rates 
of compensation to be paid to Vercoa Air 


1 The petition proposed the following rates: 

Priority mail by air: 24 cents per ton-mile 
plus 9.36 cents per pound at Danville and 
2.34 cents per pound at Chicago. 

Nonpriority mail by air: 15.115 cents per 
ton-mile plus 3.32 cents per pound at Dan- 
ville and 1.660 cents per pound at Chicago. 


NOTICES 


Service, Inc., by the Postmaster General 
for the air transportation of mail, and 
the facilities used and useful therefor, 
and the services connected therewith, 
between Danville and Chicago. Upon con- 
sideration of the petition, the answer of 
the Postmaster General, and other mat- 
ters officially noticed, the Board pro- 
poses to issue an order’ to include the 
following findings and conclusions: 

1. The fair and reasonable final serv- 
ice mail rate to be paid to Vercoa Air 
Service, Inc., pursuant to section 406 of 
the Act, for the transportation of priority 
mail by aircraft, the facilities used and 
useful therefor, and the services econ- 
nected therewith between Danville, IIl., 
and Chicago, Ill., shall be the rate es- 
tablished by the Board in Order E-25610, 
August 28, 1967, and shall be subject to 
the other provisions of that order; 

2. The fair and reasonable temporary 
service mail rate to be paid to Vercoa Air 
Service, Inc., pursuant to section 406 of 
the Act for the transportation of non- 
priority mail by aircraft, the facilities 
used and useful therefor, and the services 
connected therewith between Danville, 
Il., and Chicago, Il., shall be the rates 
established by the Board in Order 
E-17255, July 31, 1961, as amended, sub- 
ject to such retroactive adjustment as 
may be made in Docket 18381; and 

3. The service mail rates here fixed 
and determined are to be paid in their 
entirety by the Postmaster General. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 and particularly 
sections 204(a) and 406 thereof, and 
regulations promulgated in 14 CFR Part 
302 and 14 CFR 385.14(f): 

It is ordered, That: 

1. All interested persons and partic- 
ularly Vercoa Air Service, Inc., the Post- 
master General, and Allegheny Airlines, 
Inc., are directed to show cause why the 
Board should not adopt the foregoing 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
fix, determine, and publish the rates 
specified above, as the fair and reason- 
able rates of compensation to be paid to 
Vercoa Air Service, Inc., for the trans- 
portation of priority and nonpriority 
mail by aircraft, the facilities used and 
useful therefor, and the services con- 
nected therewith as specified above; 

2. Further procedures herein shall be 
in accordance with 14 CFR Part 302, and 
if there is any objection to the rates or 
to the other findings and conclusions 
proposed herein, notice thereof shall be 
filed within 10 days, and if notice is filed, 
written answer and supporting docu- 
ments shall be filed within 30 days after 
the date of service of this order; 

3. If notice of objection is not filed 
within 10 days after service of this order, 


2 As this order to show cause does not con- 
stitute a final action and merely affords in- 
terested persons an opportunity to be heard 
on the matters herein proposed, it is not 
regarded as subject to the review provisions 
of Part 385 (14 CFR Part 385). The provisions 
of that part dealing with petitions for Board 
review will be applicable to any final ac- 
tion which may be taken by the staff in 
this matter under authority delegated in 
§ 385.14(g). 


or if notice is filed and an answer is not 
filed within 30 days after service of this 
order, all persons shall be deemed to have 
waived the right to a hearing and all 
other procedural steps short of a final 
decision by the Board, and the Board may 
enter an order incorporating the findings 
and conclusions proposed herein and fix 
and determine the final rates specified 
herein; 

4. If answer is filed presenting issues 
for hearing the issues involved in deter- 
mining the fair and reasonable final rates 
shall be limited to those specifically 
raised by the answer, except insofar as 
other issues are raised in accordance 
with Rule 307 of the rules of practice 
(14 CFR 302.307); 

5. Vercoa Air Service, Inc., is hereby 
made a party in Docket 18381; and ; 
6. This order shall be served upon 
Vercoa Air Service, Inc., the Postmaster 
General, and Allegheny Airlines, Inc. 


This order will be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


[SEAL] HAROLD R. SANDERSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11690; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:48 a.m.] 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Notice of Grant of Authority To Make 
Noncareer Executive Assignment 


Under authority of $9.20 of Civil 
Service Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil . 
Service Commission authorizes the De- 
partment of Housing and Urban De- 
velopment to fill by noncareer executive 
assignment in the excepted service the 
position of Special Assistant to the 
Secretary, Office of the Secretary. 


UNITED STATES CIviL SERV- 
IcE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11678; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 am.] ; 


[SEAL] 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 


Notice of Grant of Authority To Make 
Noncareer Executive Assignment 


Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv- 
ice Rule LX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission authorizes the Post 
Office Department to fill by noncareer 
executive assignment in the excepted 
service the position of Assistant to the 
Executive Assistant to the Postmaster 
General, GS—301-16, Office of the Post- 
master General. 


UNITED StaTEs Crvi SERV- 
IcE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. Spry, 
Executive Assistant to 
the Commissioners. 
[F.R. Doc. 68-11679; Piled, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 
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[Report No. 406] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


COMMON CARRIER SERVICES 
INFORMATION * 


Domestic Public Radio Services Ap- 
plications Accepted for Filing * 


SEPTEMBER 23, 1968. 

Pursuant to  §§ 1.227(b) (3) and 
21.26(b) of the Commission’s rules, and 
application, in order to be considered 
with any domestic public radio services 
application appearing on the list set 
forth below, must be substantially com- 
plete and tendered for filing by which- 
ever date is earlier: (a) The close of 
business 1 business day preceding the 
day ‘on which the Commission takes ac- 
tion on the previously filed application; 
or (b) within 60 days after the date of 
the public notice listing the first prior 
filed application (with which subsequent 
applications are in conflict) as having 
been accepted for filing. An application 
which is subsequently amended by a 
major change will be considered to be a 
newly filed application. It is to be noted 
that the cutoff dates are set forth in the 
alternative—applications will be entitled 
to consideration with those listed in the 
appendix if filed by the end of the 60-day 
period, only if the Commission has not 
acted upon the application by that time 
pursuant to the first alternative earlier 
date. The mutual exclusivity rights of a 
new application are governed by the 
earliest action with respect to any one of 
the earlier filed conflicting applications. 

The attention of any party in inter- 
est desiring to file pleadings pursuant 
to section 309 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, concerning any 
domestic public radio services applica- 
tion accepted for filing, is directed to 
§ 21.27 of the Commission’s rules for pro- 
visions governing the time for filing and 
other requirements relating to such 
pleadings. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION, 


BEN F. WAPLE, 
Secretary. 


[SEAL] 


7All applications listed in the appendix 
are subject to further consideration and re- 
view and may be returned and/or dismissed 
if not found to be in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules, regulations, and other 
requirements. 

*The above alternative cutoff rules apply 
to those applications listed in the appendix 
as having been accepted in Domestic Public 
Land Mobile Radio, Rural Radio, Point-to- 
Point Microwave Radio, and Local Television 
Transmission Services (Part 21 of the rules). 
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NOTICES 


APPENDIX 
APPLICATIONS ACCEPTED For FILING 
DOMESTIC PUBLIC LAND MOBILE RADIO SERVICE 


1481-C2-P-69—-Mobile Radio Communications, Inc.; (KAA275); C.P. to replace base trans- 
mitter operating on 152.03 MHz and reused present base transmitter as a standby to 
operate on same frequency. 

1482—-C2-P-69—Mobile Radio Communications, Inc.; (KBM508); C.P. to relocate facilities 
from 70th and Flint Road, Shawnee Village, Kans., to 901-923 Main Street, Kansas City, 
Mo.; replace base transmitter operating on frequency 152.15 MHz and retain the present 
transmitter as a standby to operate on 152.15 MHz (upon completion of construction 
Station KBM508 will be consolidated with Station KAA275). 

1483-C2-P-69—-Page Boy, Inc.; (KAA285); C.P. to add a third base channel to operate on 
frequency 152.06 MHz at station located 463 North Fairview Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 

1534—-C2-P-69—-Answer, Inc. of San Antonio; (KKG559); C.P. to replace transmitter 
operating on base frequency 152.06 MHz at location No. 2: 8332 Fredericksburg Road, 
San Antonio, Tex. 

1536-—C2—-MP-69—Imperial Communications Corp.; (KMA262); Modification of C.P. to correct 
coordinates and replace transmitter at location No. 1: Mount Soledad, San Diego, Calif., 
operating on frequency 152.18 MHz and change antenna for the 152.18 MHz facilities at 
location No. 2: 4285 Eastridge Drive, La Mesa, Calif. 

1535-C2-P-69—Imperial Communications Corp.; (KMA262); C.P. to replace transmitter 
operating on base frequency 152.12 MHz at location No. 1: Mount Soledad, San Diego, Calif. 

1533—C2-—P-69—Mobilfone, Inc.; (KMB309); C.P. to add transmitter to operate on 43.22 MHz 
at location No. 1: Union Bank Square, Fifth and Figeroa Street, Los Angeles, Calif., 
location No. 3: John Poole Building, Mount Wilson, Calif., and location No. 6: LaHabra 
Heights, 1518 Skyline Road, LaHabra, Calif., and change antenna system operating on 
43.58 MHz at above locations. Add a new site to be identified as location No. 7: 2555 
Briercrest Road, Los Angeles, Calif., to operate on 43.22 MHz and 43.58 MHz. 

1550-C2-P-69—Relay Communications Corp.; (New); C.P. for a new (two-way) station. 
Base frequency: 152.09 MHz. Location: ITT World Communications Park, Southamp- 
ton, N.Y. : 

1551-C2-P-69—Telephone Answering Service of Owensboro, Inc.; (KIN649); C.P. to replace 
transmitter operating on frequency 152.09 MHz at station located approximately 50’ north 
of intersection of Leitchfield Road and 19th Street, Owensboro, Ky. 

1552-C2-P-69—-Chapman Radio & Television Co.; (KIE953); C.P. to add a transmitter to 


operate on authorized frequency 35.58 MHz at station located Forsyth and Marietta Streets, 
Atlanta, Ga. 


Renewal of License expiring July 1, 1968. Term: July 1, 1968, to July 1, 1973. 
Licensee and Call Sign 
The Ohio Bell Telephone Co. (This renewal was timely filed); KFJ891. 
RURAL RADIO SERVICE 


1532-C1-ML-69—-Empire Communications Co. (KPJ20); Modification of license to add fre- 
quencies 158.49, 158.52, 158.58, 158.58, and 158.64 MHz, increase number of units to (30) 
and for authority to communicate with applicant authorized stations, as follows: Stations 
KFL533, KFL534, KFL955, KFQ921, KOP306, KOP309, and KOP312. Location: In any 
temporary fixed location within the territory of the grantee. 


Renewals of Licenses expiring November 1, 1968. Term: November 1, 1968, to November 1, 
1973. 


Cali 


Call 

Licensee sign Licensee sign 
Am-Tex Dispatch Service.....-.-.- KVH99 Morgan City Mobilephone-_-_-..-.--. KVU82 

Ark-La-Tex Mobile Radio Service... KKK93 The Mountain States Telephone 

Party Bi. Batlu.0.6~ccencccsicocse KLD67 and Telegraph Co-.-.-......-...-- KLV21 
Canaveral Communications__....- KJJ25 | ee ee KBI21 
Caprock Radio Dispatch.--....... KLP87 TI Sarin acsickeneanieeipentiiatetensiteaiilones KOB20 
Central Ohio Radiotelephone, Inc... KQO56 Tl cad deecematicanmaaeeaaiceed KOB21 
Charlotte Message Center_......-- KJG88 BI iietindg sta tpeiitancseanaducemee KOQ76 
Do ....--.-..--.....~-+-..----- KJG89 BN actitiai nd higiecaniantnaial cna dips tandieative KOQ77 
Commercial Communications Co.. KXP26 TE ediccain inceeen tiinaeaeaile KPR53 
BO scsi acelapaiantadaiaiaatal KZI34 WP che adihnedepaitinenatdiindsaiian KPR54 
en KLC45 TO iossick seat cece ietcigntaa aaecaeaibaaaaaaal KPS91 
Contact of New Mexico.......-.... KSW2l1 I ci steaaslickciasecsalicitinipence enced KPV°9 
Combest 00 TN ii cin cntcnense KSw24 TD icicceasic hctiticinnitiendsas tte ec idcabioubas KPX64 
Empire Communications Co_-_---- KPJ20 SN aed ctoncscnscictusintns dics aeinteciepdianenata KPX65 


Fresno Mobile Radio, Inc 


Hanford Mobile Radio, Inc.._.--..- KNG51 Se wininistnitbiniiditainhinaaiideie KYS24 
David R. Williams, d.b.a. Industrial Do ..----..------------------ KZS59 
CEEIORIIOES ~ cctidicaddationes KZA88 Communications Industries, Inc., 


Madera Radio Dispatch i KMxX46 d.b.a. New Orleans Mobilfone... KKB33 
SP dnchnmekasdecndbamitneiate KMX47 Northern Mobile Telephone Co.... KQO48 
Communications Industries, Inc., Radio Mobile Phones, Inc_......-_ KLS66 
GPS, TR. Sccncensatinnie KKU93 Radio Paging Service............. KLU49 
Mobilfone Communications, Inc... KLS65 Radio Telephone Company of 
P. L. Woodbury, d.b.a. Mobilfone of GTI siiccsitctinichntinné KZI78 


Ne ee KAK29 
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26 and for rescission of the increase in the 
level for Category 27. 


STANLEY NEHMER, 
Chairman, Interagency Textile 
Administrative Committee, 
and Deputy Assistant Secre- 
tary for Resources. 


SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 


PRESIDENT’S CABINET TEXTILE 
ADvIsoRY COMMITTEE 


CoMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Department of the Treasury 
Washington, D.C. 20226. 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


DeaR Mr. COMMISSIONER: This directive 
further amends but does not cancel the 
directive issued to you on June 13, 1967, 
from the Chairman of the President's Cabi- 
net Textile Advisory Committee, establishing 
levels for the entry into the United States 
for consumption, and withdrawal from ware- 
house for consumption, of cotton textiles 
and cotton textile products produced or 
manufactured in Mexico. Under the terms of 
the Long-Term Arrangement Regarding In- 
ternatonal Trade in Cotton Textiles done at 
Geneva on February 9, 1962, pursuant to the 
bilateral cotton textile agreement of June 2, 
1967, between the Governments of the United 
States and Mexico, and in accordance with 
Executive Order 11052 of September 28, 1962, 
as amended by Executive Order 11214 of 
April 7, 1965, the specific levels of restraint 
provided in the directive of June 13, 1967, 
as amended, for entry into the United States 
for consumption or withdrawal from ware- 
house for consumption, of cotton textiles in 
Categories 26 and 27; produced or manufac- 
tured in Mexico, for the period beginning 
May 1, 1967 and extending through April 30, 
1968, are hereby amended as follows, to be 
effective as soon as possible: 


12-month level 
of restraint 


square yards '.--- 7, 800, 000 


Category 


The levels set forth in the directive of 
June 13, 1967, as amended hereby, have not 
been adjusted to reflect entries or with- 
drawals from warehouse made on or after 
May 1, 1967. 

The actions taken with respect to the Gov- 
ernment of Mexico and with respect to 
imports of cotton textiles and cotton textile 
products from Mexico have been determined 
by the President’s Cabinet Textile Advisory 
Committee to involve foreign affairs func- 
tions of the United States. Therefore, the 
directions to the Commissioner of Customs, 
being necessary to the implementation of 
such actions, fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the notice provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
553 (Supp. II, 1965-66). This letter will be 
published in the PepERAL REGISTER. 

Sincerely yours, 
C. R. SMITH, 
Secretary of Commerce, Chairman, 
President’s Cabinet Textile Ad- 
visory Committee. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11683; Piled, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 


‘Of the total amount for Categories 26 
and 27, not more than 5,850,000 square yards 
Shall be in duck; T.S.U.S.A, Nos.: 

320...01 through 04, 06, 08 

321.__01 through 04, 

322.__01 through 04, 

326._.01 through 04, 

327...01 through 04 
328.._01 through 04 


No, 188——7 


NOTICES 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 


[Docket No. G-2584, etc.] 
MOBIL OIL CORP. ET AL. 


Notice of Applications for Certificates, 
Abandonment of Service and Peti- 
tions To Amend Certificates * 


SEPTEMBER 18, 1968. 


Take notice that each of the Appli- 
cants listed herein has filed an applica- 
tion or petition pursuant to section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act for authorization 
to sell natural gas in interstate commerce 
or to abandon service as described herein, 
all as more fully described in the respec- 
tive applications and amendments which 
are on file with the Commission and open 
to public inspection. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis- 
sion, Washington, D.C. 20426, in accord- 
ance with the rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or 
before October 11, 1968. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro- 
cedure, a hearing will be held without 
further notice before the Commission on 


1This notice does not provide for consoli- 
dation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 


Docket No. 


and date filed Applicant 


a Mobil Oil Corp., Post Office Box 
(CI61-1366) 2444, Hous*on, Tex. 77001. 
(C162-25) 


Pan American Petroleum Corp. 
(Operator) et al., Post Office Box 
591, Tulsa, Okla. 74102. 

Fair Oil Co. (Operator) et al., Post 
Office Box 689, Tyler, Tex. 75701. 


. Sun Oil Co. (Southwest Division) 
(successor to the Hefner Produc- 
tion Co.,) 1608 Walnut St., Phila- 
delphia, Pa. 19103. 

Aztee Oil & Gas Co., 2000 First 
National Bank Bldg., Dallas, 
Tex. 75202. 

. Estate of Russell Maguire (Opera- 
tor) et al. (successor to Russell 
Maguire), 4200 First National 
Bank Bidg. 

ipethietcigicn 


. Estate of Russell Maguire (Oper- 
ator) et al. (successor to Russell 
Maguire et al.). 

. Estate of Russell Maguire (Oper- 
ator) et al. (successor to Russell 
Maguire, Trustee and Operator). 

. Estate of Russell Maguise (Oper- 
ator) et al. (successor to Russell 
Maguire (Operator) et al.). 

. Estate of Russell Maguire (Oper- 
ator) et al. (successor to Russell 
Maguire et al.). 

. Austral Oil Co., Inc., 2700 Humble 
Bidg., Houston, Tex. 77002. 


CI61-159_. 
E §-12-68 


CI61-427_........- 
C&D 8-26-68 


Filing code: A—Iritial service. 
B—Abandonment. 
C—Amendment to add acreage. 
D—Amendment to delete acreage. 
E—Succession. 

F—Partial succession. 


See footnotes at end of table. 


14487 


all applications in which no protest or 
petition to intervene is filed within the 
time required herein if the Commission 
on its own review of the matter believes 
that a grant of the certificates or the 
authorization for the proposed abandon- 
ment is required by the public conven- 
ience and necessity. Where a protest or 
petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or where the Commission on its 
own motion believes that a formal hear- 
ing is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given: Provided, 
however, That pursuant to § 2.56, Part 
2, Statement Of General Policy and In- 
terpretations, Chapter I of Title 18 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations, as 
amended, all permanent certificates of 
public convenience and necessity grant- 
ing applications, filed after July 1, 1967, 
without further notice, will contain a 
condition precluding any filing of an in- 
creased rate at a price in excess of that 
designated for the particular area of pro- 
duction for the period prescribed therein 
unless at the time of filing of protests 
or petitions to intervene the Applicant 
indicates in writing that it is unwilling 
to accept such a condition. In the event 
Applicant is unwilling to accept such con- 
dition the application will be set for 
formal hearing. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


Gorpon M. GRANT, 
Secretary. 


Price Pres- 
per Mcf sure 
base 


Purchaser, field, and tecation 


Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Big 
Horn Area, Big Horn and Wash- 
akie Counties, Wyo. 


13.6154 15.025 


United Fuel Gas Co., South Pecan 21. 25 
Lake et al., Fields, Cameron 
Parish, La. 

Mississippi River Transmission 
Corp., Woodlawn Field, Harrison 
County, Tex. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Keyes 
Field, Cimarron County, Okla. 


Depleted _. 


917.015 


El Paso Natural Gas Co., Blanco- 
Mesa Verde Field, San Juan 
County, N. Mex. 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
ae Field, Harris County, 

ex. 


Cities Service Gas Co., Whiterock 
Field, Noble County, Okla. 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp., 
Barb-Mag Field, Fort Bend Coun- 
ty, Tex. 

Valley Gas Transmission, Inc., 
Good Friday Field, Duval Coun- 
ty, Tex. 

Colorado Interstate Gas Co., Mo- 
cane Field, Beaver County, Okla. 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer- 
ica, Gladys-Mag Field, Jack 
County, Tex. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer- 
ica, Northeast Thompsonville 
Area, Webb and Jim Hogg Coun- 
ties, Tex. 
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rado Springs, Colo. 80901, filed at Docket 
No. CP69-68 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the acquisition and operation 
of the facilities and properties for which 
El Paso seeks permission and approval 
to abandon and, in conjunction with such 
operation, to enter into and perform 
under certain agreements described 
below. 

Also take notice that on the same date, 
Northwest filed at Docket No. CP69-69 an 
application pursuant to section 3 of the 
Act for authorization to continue the 
importation of natural gas now being 
imported by El Paso at two points situ- 
ated on the international boundary near, 
respectively, Sumas, Wash., and Kings- 
gate, British Columbia; and at Docket 
No. CP69-70 an application for a Presi- 
dential Permit pursuant to Executive 
Order No. 10485 to continue the main- 
tenance and operation of import facili- 
ties at the Sumas point now maintained 
and operated by El Paso. 

Applicants state that the applications 
are interdependent and that each stems 
from the mandate of the U.S. Supreme 
Court in Cascade Natural Gas Corpora- 
tion v. El Paso Natural Gas Company, 
et al., 386 U.S. 129 (1966), and the decree 
of the U.S. District Court for the District 
of Utah, Central Division, issued on 
August 29, 1968, requiring divestiture by 
El Paso to Northwest of the facilities and 
properties acquired by El Paso through 
its merger with Pacific, together with 
certain additional properties and facil- 
ities. 

The applications show that the facil- 
ities and properties to be divested in- 
clude 2,849 miles of main and branch 
transmission lines ranging in size from 
236’ O.D. to 30’’ O.D.; 1,015 miles of 
field gathering lines, ranging in size 
from 23,’’ O.D. to 34’’ O.D.; main and 
branch line compressor units and sta- 
tions having rated capacity of 130,396 
horsepower; four (4) gas dehydration 
plants having an aggregate daily inlet 
_ capacity of 420,000 Mcf of gas; two (2) 
liquid hydrocarbon extraction plants 
having an aggregate daily inlet capacity 
of 550,000 Mcf of gas; all natural gas 
facilities appurtenant thereto and re- 
quired in the operation of the Northwest 
Division; and certain other properties, 
including notes of Belco Petroleum Corp. 
payable to El Paso, El Paso’s rights under 
a contract with Mobil Oil Corp., and 
El Paso’s one-third (43) interest in the 
Jackson Prairie Field Storage located 
near Chehalis, Wash. The estimated net 
book value of the properties and facili- 
ties to be divested at December 31, 1968, 
is $223,233,000. 

The reserves which El Paso proposes 
to transfer to Northwest, in accordance 
with the divestiture decree, constitute 
all reserves now held by El Paso in the 
San Juan Basin and elsewhere as a result 
of the acquisition of Pacific, all contracts 
negotiated since January 1, 1957, for the 
purchase of Canadian gas, all other gas 
supplies connected to the facilities to be 
divested and located north of the San 
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Juan Basin and a portion of the San 
Juan Basin reserves acquired by El Paso 
since January 1, 1957. 

The applications further state that 
financial arrangements necessary to 
effectuate the divestiture by El Paso and 
the acquisition by Northwest, who will 
become a wholly owned subsidiary of 
Colorado Interstate Corp. (Colorado In- 
terstate), are generally as follows: 

(1) Northwest will issue and deliver to 
El Paso preferred stock having an invol- 
untary liquidation value of $100 million, 
subject to adjustment to reflect any 
change in El Paso’s net equity in the 
assets between April 30, 1968, and the 
closing date, which stock will be converti- 
ble into common stock of Colorado Inter- 
state after five (5) years from the date of 
issue; 

(2) Northwest will issue and deliver to 
Colorado Interstate common stock in 
exchange for $5 million in cash and com- 
mon shares of Colorado Interstate suffi- 
cient to satisfy the conversion require- 
ments of Northwest's preferred stock; 
and 

(3) Northwest will assume and become 
liable for the indebtedness of El Paso in 
an amount equal to El Paso’s basis for 
Federal income tax purposes in the as- 
sets to be divested, determined as of the 
date of closing. 

The applications also state that the 
bond and debenture indebtedness (tax 
basis) to be assumed by Northwest is 
estimated’ to be approximately $158 mil- 
lion as of December 31, 1968. 

The applications recite that three (3) 
supplemental agreements will be entered 
upon in furtherance of the divestiture 
decree. These include the Sumas Ex- 
change Agreement, which will provide for 
the delivery by El Paso to Northwest of 
up to 100,000 Mcf of gas per day, such 
gas to be purchased by El Paso from 
Northwest and delivered to Northwest at 
a point near Sumas, Wash., in exchange 
for a like quantity of gas to be delivered 
by Northwest to El Paso near Ignacio, 
Colo., said agreement to terminate on 
June 30, 1969; the San Juan Gathering 
Agreement, which will provide for the 
interconnection and mutual utilization of 
Northwest’s and El Paso’s gathering sys- 
tems in the San Juan Basin, said agree- 
ment to continue for a primary term con- 
tinuing through December 31, 1976; and 
the X-—4 transportation Agreement, pur- 
suant to which Northwest will undertake 
to continue transportation and delivery 
of remaining makeup volumes of gas due 
from El Paso to Colorado Interstate un- 
der El Paso’s Rate Schedule X-4, said 
agreement to terminate on December 31, 
1968. In addition, El Paso and Northwest 
propose to negotiate an agreement to 
enable Northwest to dispose of temporary 
excess volumes of gas which will become 
available to Northwest upon divestiture. 

Northwest states that it prgposes to 
continue to make all of the sales and 
render all of the services now performed 
by El Paso’s Northwest Division and, in 
conjunction therewith, proposes to adopt 
and incorporate, as its FPC Gas Tariff, 
Original Volume Nos. 3 and 4 of El Paso’s 
existing FPC Gas Tariff. 
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These applications apparently super- 
sede the presently outstanding applica- 
tions of Pacific in Docket No. G—13018 of 
El Paso in Docket Nos. G—13019' and 
CP66-27, and of Northwest in Docket 
Nos. CP66-28, CP66—-29, and CP66—-30. 
The applicants should file to withdraw 
those applications at an appropriate 
time. 

Because the applications of El Paso in 
Docket No. CP69-67 and of Northwest in 
Docket Nos. CP69-68, CP69-69, and 
CP69-70 are interdependent, they should 
be consolidated and heard together. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The applications of El Paso in 
Docket No. CP69-67 and of Northwest in 
Docket Nos. CP69-68, CP69-69, and 
CP69-—70 are hereby consolidated. 

(B) This order shall constitute public 
notice of the applications filed in Docket 
Nos. CP69-67, CP69-68, CP69-69, and 
CP69-70. 

(C) Pursuant to the provisions of 
§§ 1.8 and 1.10 of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 
and 1.10) all protests, petitions to inter- 
vene or notices of intervention must (in 
the absence of extraordinary circum- 
stances and for good cause shown) be 
filed by October 14, 1968. Those filing 
petitions to intervene and notices of in- 
tervention shall state whether they 
object to any of the applications and 
shall state generally what issues they 
intend to raise in these proceedings. 

(D) Pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.18 of the Commission’s rules of prac- 
tice and procedure, a prehearing confer- 
ence before a duly designated presiding 
examiner shall commence at 10 a.m., 
e.s.t., on November 7, 1968, in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20426, for the purpose of effectuating the 
expeditious disposition of these con- 
solidated proceedings. The purpose of 
such conference shall be to consider all 
matters at issue in the above dockets, the 
manner in which evidence shall be pre- 
sented, to fix dates for the filing of evi- 
dence and the commencement of hear- 
ings, and to consider any and all matters 
which might contribute to an expedi- 
tious disposition of these consolidated 
proceedings. The applicants, the Com- 
mission Staff, and all persons who have 
been permitted to intervene by the Com- 
mission shall be entitled to participate 
in that conference. All persons filing 
timely petitions or notices will be per- 
mitted to participate in that conference 
if the Commission as of that date has 
not acted upon the petitions. Persons 
filing late petitions to intervene which 
are not acted upon by the Commis- 
sion prior to the prehearing conference 
will be permitted to participate sub- 
ject to further determination by the 
Commission. 


*The Commission’s order granting the ap- 
plication in Docket No. G-13019 and dispos- 
ing of the application in Docket No. G—13018 
(22 FPC 1091 (1959)) was vacated by an 
order entered on June 28, 1962, by the U.S. 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
pursuant to the decision in California v. 


_F.P.C., 369 U.S. 482 (1962). 
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(E) Pursuant to the authority con- 
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Federal Power Com- 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a hear- 
ing will be held on a date to be fixed by 
the presiding examiner in accordance 
with paragraph (D) above, in a hearing 
room of the Federal Power Commission, 
441 G Street NW., Washington, D.C., con- 
cerning the matters involved in and the 
issues presented by such applications. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] Gorpon M. GRANT, 


Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc, 68-11704; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:49 a.m.] 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 


GOLDEN AGE MINES, LTD. 
Order Suspending Trading 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


It appearing to the Securities and Ex- 
change Commission that the summary 
suspension of trading in the common 
stock of Golden Age Mines, Ltd., 250 Uni- 
versity Avenue, Toronto, Canada, being 
traded otherwise than on a national se- 
curities exchange is required in the 
public interest and for the protection of 
investors: om 

It is ordered, Pursuant to section 15 
(c) (5) of the Securities Exchange Act of 
1934, that trading in such securities 
otherwise than on a national securities 
exchange be summarily suspended, this 
order to be effective for the period Sep- 
tember 23, 1968, through October 2, 1968, 
both dates inclusive. 


By the Commission. 
OrvVAL L. DuBols, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11668; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[SEAL] 


[812-2384] 
MASSACHUSETTS INVESTORS TRUST 


Notice of Filing of Application for 
Exemption 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 

Notice is hereby given that Massachu- 
setts Investors Trust (“Applicant”), 200 
Berkeley Street, Boston, Mass. 02116, a 
common law trust existing under the 
laws of Massachusetts and registered un- 
der the Investment Company Act of 
1940, 15 US.C. sec. 80a-1 et seq. 
(“Act”), aS an open-end diversified 
management investment company, has 
filed an application pursuant to sec- 
tion 6(c) of the Act for an order of 
the Commission exempting from the pro- 
visions of section 22(d) of the Act a 
transaction in which Applicant’s redeem- 
able securities will be issued at a price 
other than the current public offering 
price in exchange for substantially all 
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the assets of Ralmar Investment Corp. 
(“Ralmar’”), a personal holding com- 
pany organized and existing under the 
laws of Ohio. All interested persons are 
referred to the application on file with 
the Commission for a statement of Ap- 
plicant’s representations which are 
summarized below. 

Shares of Applicant are offered to the 
public on a continuous basis at net asset 
value plus a varying sales charge de- 
pendent on the amount purchased. As of 
August 22, 1968, the assets of Applicant 
amounted to $2,336,263,197. ; . 

Pursuant to an agreement between 
Applicant and Ralmar, assets owned by 
Ralmar with a value of $2,590,373 on 
August 22, 1968 will be transferred to 
Applicant in exchange for shares of Ap- 
plicant’s stock. The number of shares 
to be issued to Ralmar is to be de- 
termined by dividing the aggregate mar- 
ket value of the assets of Ralmar to be 
transferred to Applicant by Applicant’s 
net asset value per share, both to be 
determined as of the last business day 
preceding the closing of the transfer of 
assets and to be adjusted, if necessary, 
to lessen the potential tax effect on the 
shareholders of Applicant of the sale 
by Applicant of appreciated securities 
acquired from Ralmar. If the transaction 
described in the agreement had taken 
place on August 22, 1968, when the net 
asset value per share of Applicant’s 
stock was $16.90, Ralmar would have re- 
ceived 153,276 shares of Applicant’s 
stock. The shares of Applicant received 
by Ralmar are to be distributed to the 
Ralmar shareholders on the liquidation 
of Ralmar. 

Applicant represents that there is no 
connection between Applicant and 
Ralmar and that no officer or share- 
holder of Ralmar is affiliated with Ap- 
plicant. Applicant represents that its 
management considers the proposed 
acquisition of substantially all of the 
assets of Ralmar in exchange solely for 
Applicant’s shares to be at a fair price, 
arrived at by arms-length bargaining. 

Section 22(d) of the Act provides that 
registered open-end investment com- 
panies may sell their shares only at the 
current public offering price as described 
in the prospectus. Since the basis at 
which Applicant will issue its shares in 
exchange for the assets of Ralmar will be 
without a sales charge and will there- 
fore be different from the public offering 
price described in the prospectus, an 
exemption from section 22(d) of the Act 
is necessary in order that the exchange 
may be consummated. Section 6(c) per- 
mits the Commission, upon application, 
to exempt a transaction from the provi- 
sions of section 22(d) if it finds that such 
an exemption is necessary or appropriate 
in the public interest and consistent with 
the protection of investors and the pur- 
poses fairly intended by the policy and 
provisions of the Act. 

Applicant submits that the granting of 
the application is appropriate in the pub- 
lic interest and consistent with the pro- 
tection of investors and the purposes 
fairly intended by the policy and provi- 
sions of the Act and that the proposed 
acquisition will be beneficial to the share- 


holders of Applicant for the reasons 
that: 

(1) Those expenses of Applicant which 
do not rise proportionately with an in- 
crease in portfolio size will be spread 
over a larger number of shares and 
therefore will amount to a smaller 
amount per share to the benefit of exist- 
ing shareholders; 

(2) The proposed acquisition will en- 
able Applicant to acquire for its own 
portfolio at one time substantial addi- 
tions to its existing portfolio securities 
without affecting the market in said 
securities; and 

(3) The transfer of securities pursu- 
ant to the proposed acquisition will cause 
Applicant less expense than the purchase 
of such securities in the open market for 
the reason that said transfer will not be 
subject to brokers’ commissions. 

Notice is further given that any inter- 
ested person may, not later than Octo- 
ber 10, 1968 at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his interest, 
the reason for such request and the is- 
sues, if any, of fact or law proposed to be 
controverted, or he may request that he 
be notified if the Commission shall order 
a hearing thereon. Any such communica- 
tion should be addressed: Secretary, Se- 
curities and Exchange Commission, 
Washinton, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail (airmail if the person being served 
is located more than 500 miles from the 
point of mailing) upon Applicant at the 
address stated above. Proof of such serv- 
ice by affidavit (or in case of an attorney 
at law by certificate) shall be filed con- 
temporaneously with the request. At any 
time after said date, as provided by Rule 
0-5 of the rules and regulations promul- 
gated under the Act, an order disposing 
of the application herein may be issued 
by the Commission upon the basis of the 
information stated in said application, 
unless an order for hearing upon said 
application shall be issued upon the re- 
quest or upon the Commission’s own mo- 
tion. Persons who request a hearing, or 
advice as to whether a hearing is ordered, 
will receive notice of further develop- 
ments in the matter including the date of 
the hearing (if ordered) and any post- 
ponements thereof. 

For the Commission (pursuant,to dele- 
gated authority). 
[SEAL] OrvAL DuBots, 

Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11669; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[File No. 94D-33] 


MOUNTAIN STATES DEVELOPMENT 
co 


Order Temporarily Suspending 
Exemption; Statement of Reasons 
Therefor and Notice of Opportunity 
for Hearing 

SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 
I. Mountain States Development Co. 
(issuer) , a Utah corporation, 216 Kearns 
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Building, Salt Lake City, Utah 84101, on 
October 23, 1967, filed with the Commis- 
sion a notification on Form 1-F and sales 
material relating to a proposed assess- 
ment of 10 cents per share on 2,982,915 
shares of its outstanding stock for an 
aggregate of $298,291.50, and thereafter 
filed various amendments thereto, for 
the purpose of obtaining an exemption 
from the registration requirements of 
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 
3(b) thereof, and Regulation F promul- 
gated thereunder. 

II. The Commission has reason to be- 
lieve from information reported to it by 
its staff that: 

A. The sales material used in connec- 
tion with the offering contains untrue 
statements of material facts and omits 
to state material facts necessary in order 
to make the statements made, in the 
light of the circumstances under which 
they were made, not misleading, partic- 
ularly with respect to the following: 

1. The failure to disclose the fact that 
certain stockholders, who were also hold- 
ers of notes of the issuer, were to be 
permitted to return notes to the corpo- 
ration in lieu of payments of the assess- 
ment on shares of stock held by them; 

2. The statement of the purposes for 
which the proceeds from the assessment 
and from any delinquent assessments 
sales were to be used and the statement 
concerning the priority of the use of such 
proceeds were not accurate; 

3. The failure to disclose the specific 
date that payment was due in satisfac- 
tion of the stock assessment without for- 
feiture and sale of said stock; 

4. The failure to state that Mr. Sam 
Manchel, controlling power of Laser 
Power Industries, Inc., Mountain States’ 
newly acquired subsidiary, died prior to 
the date of the filing of the sales material 
used in connection with the assessment. 

5. The failure in respect of a lawsuit 
naming Laser Power Industries, Inc. as 
defendant to reflect that Leon Fromkess 
and Sam Manchel have each indemnified 
issuer for only one-third of the costs of 
any settlement thereof, or judgment 
therein, and any settlement of such law- 
suit or judgment therein would leave 
one-third of the amount thereof to be 
paid by Laser Power Industries, Inc.; 

6. The failure to reflect that the busi- 
ness of Laser Power Industries, Inc. is 
solely that of a manufacturer of batteries 
and is totally unrelated to the laser field 
of research and development as such 
term is commonly understood and has no 
connection whatever with light applica- 
tion by stimulated emission of radiation; 

7. The failure to reflect the keen com- 
petition which Laser Power Industries, 
Inc. will encounter from large and well 
established manufacturers of batteries; 

8. The failure to refiect minimum 
monthly royalty payments due by Laser 
Power Industries, Inc., to Electro-Acid 
Corp. for use of necessary patents and 
the failure to reflect whether or not such 
minimum royalty payments are current; 

9. The failure to include a discussion 
relating to the voting control which will 
be in the hands of management and 
other affiliated persons if in fact stock is 
issued under notes described in Exhibit 
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A of said sales material and further fail- 
ure to call attention to the fact that 
stockholders generally will not be able to 
exercise an effective voice in the control 
of management; 

10. The failure to reflect the issuance 
by the issuer on October 2, 1967, of a 
note for $25,000 in favor of R. C. Gardner 
and Associates for the purchase of vari- 
ous assets of R. C. Gardner and Asso- 
ciates and the further failure to reflect 
the option contained in such note to con- 
vert and exchange all or any part of the 
unpaid balance of the note for capital 
stock of the issuer on the basis of 9 cents 
per share plus the amount of any assess- 
ment which may be levied prior to the 
date of the conversion of such option to 
be exercised prior to October 2, 1969; and 

11. The failure to reflect the intention 
of the holders of convertible notes aggre- 
gating $530,000 to convert such notes 
into common stock of the issuer im- 
mediately after the levying of the 
assessment. 

B. The terms and conditions of Regu- 
lation F have not been complied with in 
that: 

1. Use has been made of sales material 
prior to the expiration of the waiting 
period prescribed by Rule 654; 

2. Use has been made of sales material 
which failed to comply with the require- 
ments of Regulation F; and 

3. The amount of the assessments, 
plus the aggregate sale price of all secu- 
rities of the issuer sold in violation of 
section 5(a) of the Securities Act of 
1933, as amended, exceeded $300,000 
contrary to the provisions of Rule 651. 

C. The offering has been made and 
would be made.in violation of section 17 
of the Securities Act of 1933, as amended. 

II. It appearing to the Commission 
that it is in the public interest and for 
the protection of investors that the ex- 
emption of the issuer under Regulation 
F be temporarily suspended: 

It is ordered, Pursuant to Rule 656 of 
the general rules and regulations under 
the Securities Act of 1933, as amended, 
that the exemption under Regulation F 
be, and it hereby is, temporarily 
suspended. 

It is further ordered, Pursuant to Rule 
7 of the Commission’s rules of practice, 
that the issuer file an answer to the al- 
legations contained in this order within 
30 days of the entry thereof. 

Notice is hereby given that any person 
having any interest in the matter may 
file with the Secretary of the Commis- 
sion a written request for a hearing 
within 30 days after the entry of this 
order; that within 20 days after receipt 
of such request the Commission will, or 
at any time upon its own motion may, set 
the matter down for hearing at a place 
to be designated by the Commission for 
the purpose of determining whether this 
order of suspension should be vacated or 
made permanent, without prejudice, 
however, to the consideration and pres- 
entation of additional matters at the 
hearing; and that notice of the time and 
place for said hearing will be promptly 
given by the Commission. If no hearing 
is requested and none is ordered by the 
Commission, the order shall become per- 
manent on the thirtieth day after its 
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entry and shall remain in effect 
unless it is modified or vacated by the 
Commission. 

By the Commission. 


[SEAL] OrvaL L. DuBots, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11670; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 


[Delegation of Authority 30, Des Moines, 
Iowa, Disaster 1] 


MANAGER, DISASTER BRANCH 
OFFICE, WATERLOO, IOWA 


Rescission 


Notice is hereby given that Delegation 
of Authority No. 30, Disaster 1, 33 F.R. 
11866, is hereby rescinded in its entirety. 


Effective date: September 6, 1968. 


Conrad E. LAWLOor, 
Regional Director, 
Des Moines, Iowa. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11666; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


[License No. 10/10—0122] 
PEP CAPITAL, INC. 


Notice of Judgment Canceling 
License 


Pep Capital, Inc., an Oklahoma corpo- 
ration of 3022 Northwest Expressway, 
Oklahoma City, Okla., was licensed on 
July 15, 1963, by the Small Business Ad- 
ministration to operate solely as a small 
business investment company under the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958, 
as amended. 

On July 23, 1968, the US. District 
Court for the Western District of Okla- 
homa entered a judgment in Civil Action 
No. 67-131 (United States of America vs. 
Pep Capital, Inc., et al.) by which it 
ordered said License No. 10/10—-0122, 
canceled as of July 1968. 

Dated: September 19, 1968. 

For the Small Business Administra- 
tion. 

GLENN R. Brown, 
Associate Administrator 
for Investment. 


{F.R. Doc. 68-11667; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:46 a.m.] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


[Notice 1222] 


MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER 
CARRIER, AND FREIGHT FOR- 
WARDER APPLICATIONS 


SEPTEMBER 20, 1968. 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by Special Rule 1.247 ' of the Com- 


1 Copies of Special Rule 1.247 (as amended) 
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20423. 
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mission’s general rules of practice (49 
CFR, as amended), published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue of April 20, 1966, 
effective May 20, 1966. These rules pro- 
vide, among other things, that a protest 
to the granting of an application must 
be filed with the Commission within 30 
days after date of notice of filing of the 
application is published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. Failure seasonably to file a 
protest will be construed as a waiver 
of opposition and participation in the 
proceeding. A protest under these rules 
should comply with § 1.247(d) (3) of the 
rules of practice which requires that it 
set forth specifically the grounds upon 
which it is made, contain a detailed 
statement of protestant’s interest in the 
proceeding (including a copy of the 
specific portions of its authority which 
protestant believes to be in conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de- 
scribing in detail the method—whether 
by joinder, interline, or other means— 
by which protestant would use such au- 
thority to provide all or part of the 
service proposed), and shall specify with 
particularity the facts, matters, and 
things relied upon, but shall not include 
issues or allegations phrased generally. 
Protests not in reasonable compliance 
with the requirements of the rules may 
be rejected. The original and one copy 
of the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s represent- 
ative, or applicant if no representative is 
named. If the protest includes a request 
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet 
the requirements of § 1.247(d) (4) of the 
special rules, and shall include the cer- 
tification required therein. 

Section 1.247(f) of the Commission’s 
rules of practice further provides that 
each applicant shall, if protests to its 
application have been filed, and within 
60 days of the date of this publication, 
notify the Commission in writing (1) 
that it is ready to proceed and prosecute 
the application, or (2) that it wishes to 
withdraw the application, failure in 
which the application will be dismissed 
by the Commission. 

Further processing steps (whether 
modified procedure, oral hearing, or 
other procedures) will be determined 
generally in accordance with the Com- 
mission’s General Policy Statement 
Concerning Motor Carrier Licensing 
Procedures, published in the FErEpERAL 
REGISTER issue of May 3, 1966. This as- 
signment will be by Commission order 
which will be served on each party of 
record. 

The publications hereinafter set forth 
reflect the scope of the applications as 
filed by applicants, and may include 
descriptions, restrictions, or limitations 
which ‘are not in a form acceptable to 
the Commission. Authority which ulti- 
mately may be granted as a result of the 
applications here noticed will not neces- 
sarily reflect the phraseology set forth 
in the application as filed, but also will 
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eliminate any restrictions which are not 
acceptable to the Commission. 

No. MC 531 (Sub-No. 243), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: YOUNGER 
BROTHERS, INC., 4904 Griggs Road, 
Post Office Box 14048, Houston, Tex. 
77021. Applicant’s representative: Wray 
E. Hughes (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Chemicals, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Vicksburg, 
Miss., to points in Texas. NoTE: Common 
control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Houston, Tex. 

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 300), filed Sep- 
tember 1, 1968. Applicant: PACIFIC 
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS CO., a 
corporation, 1417 Clay Street, Oakland, 
Calif. 94604. Applicant’s representative: 
Alfred G. Krebs (same address as above) . 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg- 
ular routes, transporting: General com- 
modities (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the plant- 
site of. the American Can Co., located 
about 214 miles west of Halsey, Oreg., as 
an off-route point in connection with 
carrier’s otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations, NoTe: Applicant has 
pending an application seeking to oper- 
ate as a contract carrier under MC 
133094, therefore, dual operations may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Portland, Oreg., or San Francisco, Calif. 

No. MC 2202 (Sub-No. 356), filed Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. Applicant: ROADWAY 
EXPRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge Boulevard, 
Post Office Box 471, Akron, Ohio 44309. 
Applicant’s representatives: William O. 
Turney, 2001 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20036, and Douglas 
Faris, Post Office Box 471, Akron, Ohio 
44309. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live- 
stock, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be- 
tween Tyler and Texarkana, Tex.; from 
Tyler over Texas Highway 155 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 59 near Linden, Tex., 
thence over U.S. Highway 59 to Tex- 
arkana and return over the same routes, 
as an alternate route serving no inter- 
mediate points and serving Texarkana 
for the purpose of joinder only. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Washington, D.C., 
or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 2860 (Sub-No. 36), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: NATIONAL 
FREIGHT, INC., 57 West Park Avenue, 
Vineland, N.J. 08360. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Alvin Altman, 1776 Broadway, 
New York, N.Y. 10019. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Canned, preserved and prepared 
foodstuffs (except commodities in bulk), 
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from Camp Hill, Pa., to points in Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New 
York, Rhode Island, and the District of 
Columbia. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at New York, N.Y., Washington, D.C., or 
Philadelphia, Pa. E 

No., MC 3252 (Sub-No. 50), filed Sep- 
tember 12, 1968. Applicant: PAUL E. 
MERRILL, doing business as MERRILL 
TRANSPORT CO., 1037 Forrest Avenue, 
Portland, Maine 04104. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Francis E. Barrett, Jr., In- 
vestors Building, 536 Granite Street, 
Braintree, Mass. 02184. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Compressed used motor vehicles, 
and (2) used engines and transmissions, 
from points in Maine (except those in 
Aroostook County) and New Hampshire, 
to Everett, Mass. Note: Applicant has 
filed concurrently herewith, a petition to 
dismiss the application. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Boston, Mass., or Portland, 
Maine. 

No. MC 11220 (Sub-No. 111), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: GORDONS 
TRANSPORTS, INC., 185 West Mc- 
Lemore Avenue, Memphis, Tenn. 38102. 
Applicant’s representative: James W. 
Wrape, 2111 Sterick Building, Memphis, 
Tenn. 38103. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house- 
hold goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and commodities 
requiring special equipment, between 
Kansas City, Mo., and St. Louis, Mo., over 
Interstate Highway 70, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only, in 
connection with applicant’s regular-route 
operations in MC 11220 and Subs, serv- 
ing no intermediate points and serving 
St. Louis, Mo., and points in its com- 
mercial zone for purposes of joinder only. 
Restriction: Applicant states that the 
above-proposed authority is restricted 
against the transportation of any traffic 
moving between a point in Missouri and 
a point in Illinois. Nore: Applicant states 
it intends to tack the proposed authority 
with its present authority at St. Louis, 
Mo. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Memphis, 
Tenn., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 16903 (Sub-No. 29) (Correc- 
tion), filed August 12, 1968, published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of August 29, 
1968, corrected and republished as cor- 
rected this issue. Applicant: MOON 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 120 West Grimes 
Lane, Bloomington, Ind. 47402. Appli- 
cant’s representatives: Ferdinand Born 
and Walter F. Jones, Jr., 601 Chamber of 
Commerce Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46204. Note: The purpose of this re- 
publication is to show that Wyoming is 
a county in Pennsylvania, in the terri- 
torial description in (4) above, in lieu of 
showing it as the State of Wyoming, as 
was shown in the original publication. 
The remainder of the caption remains 
the same. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Boston, Mass. 
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No. MC 30204 (Sub-No. 27), filed Sep- 
tember 4, 1968. Applicant: HEMING- 
WAY TRANSPORT INC., 438 Dart- 
mouth Street, New Bedford, Mass. 02740. 
Applicant’s representative: Carroll B. 
Jackson, 5600 Midlothian Turnpike, 
Richmond, Va. 23225. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, com- 
modities requiring special equipment, 
and those injurious or contaminating to 
other lading, serving the plantsite of 
Moore Business Forms, Inc., at or near 
Thurmont, Md., as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s present au- 
thority. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 260), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: KROBLIN 
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125 
Commercial, Waterloo, Iowa 50704. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Truman A. 
Stockton, Jr., The 1650 Grant Street 
Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Glassware, from Parkers- 
burg, W. Va., to Broken Bow, Columbus, 
and Holdrege, Nebr. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Waterloo, Iowa, or Washing- 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 698) , filed Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. Applicant: CONSOLI- 
DATED FREIGHTWAYS CORPORA- 
TION OF DELAWARE, 175 Linfield 
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. 94025. Appli- 
cant’s representative: V. R. Oldenburg, 
7101 South Cicero Avenue, Post Office 
Box 5138, Chicago, Ill. 60680. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex- 
cept those requiring armored vehicles or 
armed guards, classes A and B explosives, 
livestock, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment, 
serving the plantsite of the Shiloh Co. 
at or near Martel, Ohio, as an off-route 
point in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized regular route op- 
erations. Note: Common control may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Columbus or Cleveland, Ohio. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 407), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPO- 
RATION, 445 Earlwood, Oregon, Ohio 
43616. Applicant’s representative: Rob- 
ert H. Levy, 29 South La Salle Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Liquid honing oil, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Indianapolis, Ind., to 
Kenosha, Wis. Note: Common control 
and dual operations may be involved. If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests that it be held at Chicago, Ml. 

No. MC 57778 (Sub-No. 11), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: MICHIGAN 
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REFRIGERATED TRUCKING SERV- 
ICE, INC., 6134 West Jefferson, Detroit, 
Mich. 48209. Applicant’s representative: 
William B. Elmer, 22644 Gratiot Ave- 
nue, East Detroit, Mich. 48021. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, 
meat byproducts and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses, as described in 
sections A and C of appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex- 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from the plantsite and cold storage fa- 
cilities utilized by Wilson & Co., Inc., at 
or near Logansport, Ind., to points in 
Michigan, restricted to the transporta- 
tion of Wilson & Co., Inc., traffic origi- 
nating at the above-specified plantsite 
and cold storage facilities and destined 
to the above-specified destinations. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Indianapolis, 
Ind., Chicago, Ill., or Lansing, Mich. 

No. MC 64932 (Sub-No. 456) , filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: ROGERS 
CARTAGE CoO., a corporation, 1439 West 
103d Street, Chicago, Ill. 60643. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Carl L. Steiner, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Dry chemi- 
cals, in bulk, from El Dorado, Ark., to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla- 
homa, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Texas. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 67691 (Sub-No. 4) (Amend- 
ment), filed May 17, 1966, published Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of June 9, 1966, and 
June 20, 1968, and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: VALLEY 
FILM SERVICE, INC., 518 South Main 
Avenue, San Antonio, Tex. Applicant’s 
representative: David A. Sutherlund, 
1120 Connecticut Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, and com- 
modities in bulk), having a prior or 
subsequent movement by air, between air- 
ports located in Bexar and Harris Coun- 
ties, Tex., and points in Texas over the 
routes described as follows: (1) From 
San Antonio, Tex., over U.S. Highway 81, 
to Corpus Christi, Tex., and return over 
the same route; (2) from Beeville, Tex., 
over Texas Highway 202, to Refugio, 
Tex., thence over Texas Highway 774 to 
junction Texas Highways 774 and 35, and 
thence over Texas Highway 35 to junc- 
tion Texas Highway 35 and U.S. Highway 
181, and return over the same route; (3) 
from Corpus Christi, Tex., over Texas 
Highway 44, to Alice, Tex., and return 
over the same route; (4) from Alice, Tex., 
over Texas Highway 665, to Driscoll, 
Tex., and return over the same route; 
(5) from Alice, Tex., over U.S. Highway 
281, to Pharr, Tex., and return over the 
same route; (6) from Houston, Tex., over 


14493 


U.S. Highway 59, to Victoria, Tex., and 
thence over U.S. Highway 77 to Browns- 
ville, Tex., and return over the same 
route; (7) from San Manuel, Tex., over 
Texas Highway 186, to Raymondville, 
Tex., and return over the same route; 
(8) from junction Texas Highways 681 
and 107, over Texas Highway 107 to junc- 
tion Texas Highway 107 and U.S. High- 
way 77, and return over the same route; 
(9) from junction Texas Highways 681 
and 107, over Texas Highway 681 to Mc- 
Allen, Tex., and return over the same 
route; (10) from McAllen, Tex., over U.S. 
Highway 83, to Harlingen, Tex., and re- 
turn over the same route; and (11) from 
San Antonio, Tex., over U.S. Highway 
281 to Alice, Tex., and return over the 
same route serving all intermediate 
points and points in the following coun- 
ties as off-route points: Bexar, Wilson, 
De Witt, Lavaca, Wharton, Fort Bend, 
Harris, Brazoria, Matagorda, Jackson, 
Victoria, Goliad, Karnes, Bee, Refugio, 
San Patricio, Jim Wells, Nueces, Kleberg, 
Kenedy, Brooks, Hidalgo, Willacy, and 
Cameron Counties, Tex. Nore: Common 
control may be involved. The purpose of 
this republication is to show in (1) above 
U.S. Highway 181 in lieu of U.S. Highway 
281 previously published and to add 
Route (11) above. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at San Antonio, Tex. 

No. MC 71460 (Sub-No. 8), filed Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
FORWARDING CO., a corporation, 728 
Alston Street, Memphis, Tenn. 38126. 
Applicant’s representative: James N. 
Clay III, 2700 Sterick Building, Memphis, 
Tenn. 38103. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except those of un- 
usual value, livestock, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
serving the plantsite of the Ford Motor 
Co., located at the intersection of West- 
port Road and Murphy Lane, near Louis- 
ville (Jefferson County), Ky., as an off- 
route point in connection with appli- 
cant’s regular route authority. Nore: Ifa 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Louisville, Ky., or 
Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. 531), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: ELDON 
MILLER, INC., Post Office Box 2508, 
Kansas City, Mo. 64142. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Eldon Miller (same address 
as applicant). Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Dry chemicals, in bulk, from El Dorado, 
Ark., to points in Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missis- 
sippi, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, and Texas. Nore: Common 
control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C., or Kansas 
City, Mo. 

No. MC 93003 (Sub-No. 53), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: CARROLL 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 4901 U.S. Route 
60, Post Office Box 5468, Huntington, 
W. Va. 25703. Applicant’s representative: 
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Edward G. Bazelon, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60603. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Iron and steel and iron and 
steel articles, from Huntington, W. Va., 
to points in Connecticut, Delaware, 
Georgia (except Atlanta, Brunswick, 
and Woodbine), Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, 
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, 
New York, Michigan (on and south of 
Michigan Highway 21), North Carolina, 
North Dakota, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, Utah, Washington, 
and Nebraska. Notes Applicant intends 
to tack the authority here sought at 
Huntington, W. Va., with its presently 
held authority serving points in Ken- 
tucky, West Virginia, Pennsylvania, and 
Ohio. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC 94201 (Sub-No. 62), filed Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. Applicant: BOWMAN 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1010 Stroud 
Avenue, East Gadsden, Ala. 35900. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: John P. Carl- 
ton, 327 Frank Nelson Building, Bir- 
mingham, Ala. 35203. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Sodium hypochlorite solution; 
bleach, cleaning, scouring and/or wash- 
ing compounds; soap; textile softeners; 
fabric sizing; steel wool; pot scourers; 
and chemicals in containers, from the 
plantsite warehouse and storage facil- 
ities of the Purex Corp., Ltd., and the 
plantsite warehouse and storage facilities 
of the Clorox Corp., both located at or 
near Atlanta, Ga., to points in Alabama, 
Florida, and Tennessee. Nore: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 94350 (Sub-No. 196) , filed Sep- 
tember 8, 1968. Applicant: TRANSIT 
HOMES, INC., Haywood Road, Post Of- 
fice Box 1628, Greenville, S.C. 29602. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Mitchell King, 
Post Office Box 1628, Greenville, S.C. 
29602. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Trailers 
designed to be drawn by passenger auto- 
mobiles and/or portable buildings travel- 
ing on their own or removable undercar- 
riages, and, undercarriages, on return, 
from points in Warren County, Miss., to 
points in the United States (excluding 
Alaska and Hawaii). Nore: Common 
control may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Nashville, Tenn. 

No. MC 100623 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
August 30, 1968. Applicant: HOURLY 
MESSENGERS, INC., 1710-44 Wood 
Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 19103. Appli- 
cant’s representative: V. Baker Smith, 
123 South Board Street, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19109. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Parcels 
and packages (except (1) money; bul- 
lion; narcotics (except medical supplies 
the principal ingredients of which are not 
@ narcotic); securities; evidences of in- 
debtedness; checks, choses in action, and 
other valuables; valuable papers and 
_documents; and (2) commercial papers, 
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documents, written instruments and 
business records as are used in the busi- 
ness of banks and banking institutions), 
no single parcel or package to exceed 50 
pounds in weight nor 108 inches in 
length and girth combined, and the max- 
imum weight for all parcels and packages. 
from a single shipper ‘to a single con- 
signee on any day not to exceed 100 
pounds, restricted against transportation 
from department stores, mail-order 
houses, premium redemption companies, 
and other retail stores, between dn area 
in Pennsylvania within the following 
territory including the boundary line 
communities as follows: Starting from a 
point on the Pennsylvania-Delaware 
State line where the Pennsylvania-Dela- 
ware State line meets the Delaware 
River; thence northwest along the Penn- 
sylvania-Delaware State line to the in- 
tersection with Ridge Avenue (US. 13 
Bypass); thence northeast along Ridge 
Avenue to Linwood, Pa.; thence north 
on Pennsylvania Highway 452 to the in- 
tersection with U.S. Highway 1; thence 
northeast on U.S. Route 1 to Rosetree; 
thence northwest on Providence Road 
through Edgmont and White Horse to 
Sugartown; thence north on Sugartown 
Road to intersection with U.S. Highway 
202. 

Thence east on U.S. Highway 202 to 
intersection with Devon Road and con- 
tinuing on Devon Road to intersection 
with Sugartown Road; thence east on 
Sugartown Road to Strafford; thence 
west on U.S. Highway 30 to intersection 
with Valley Forge Road; thence north on 
Valley Forge Road; thence north on 
Valley Forge Road to New Centerville; 
thence east on US. Highway 202 
(Swedesford Road) to Interstate High- 
way 76 (Schuylkill Expressway); thence 
south on Interstate Highway 76 to inter- 
section with U.S. Highway 1 (City Line 
Avenue) ; thence east from the Schuylkill 
River along the Philadelphia-Montgom- 
ery County border to Stenton Avenue; 
thence south on Stenton Avenue to inter- 
section with U.S. Highway 309 (Bethle- 
hem Pike); thence north on U.S. High- 
way 309 (Bethlehem Pike) through 
Erdenheim, Flourtown, Whitemarsh, and 
Fort Washington to Cedar Hill Road; 
thence northeast on Cedar Hill Road and 
Chestnut Lane to County Line Road 
(Montgomery County-Bucks County bor- 
der); thence southeast on County Line 
Road to Newtown Road; thence north- 
east on Newtown Road to Johnsville; 
thence southeast on Pennsylvania High- 
way 132 (Street Road) through Davis- 
ville and Southampton to intersection 
with Gravel Hill Road; thence northeast 
on Gravel Hill Road to Churchville; 
thence southeast on Bristol Road to Buck 
Road; thence southwest on Buck Road to 
Pennsylvania Highway 213 (Feasterville 
and Bridgetown Pike); thence northeast 
on Pennsylvania Highway 213 (Feaster- 
ville and Bridgetown Pike) through 
Bridgetown to Bucktoe; thence northeast 
on Langhorne-Yardiey Road through 
Woodside and Yardley to the Delaware 
River; thence along the Delaware River 
to the point of beginning, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Atlantic County, N.J. Nore: Applicant 


also holds contract carrier authority 
under MC 102799, therefore, dual opera- 
tions may be involved. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 122), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
7666, Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s 
representative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 
450 American National Building, Okla- 
homa City, Okla. 73102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Composition roofing, siding, and 
building board, from the plantsite of the 
Celotex Corp. at Birmingham, Ala., to 
points in Arkansas. Norte: Applicant 
states that it could tack at points in 
Arkansas with presently held authority 
under MC 100666 (Sub-No. 1) to serve 
points in Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, 
Oklahoma, and Texas. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Little Rock, Ark. 

No. MC -100666 (Sub-No. 123), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: MELTON 
TRUCK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
7666, Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant’s 
representative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 
450 American National Building, Okla- 
homa City, Okla. 73102. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Tractors, agricultural implements, 
farm machinery, and parts and attach- 
ments thereof, from Thibodaux, La., to 
points in the United States (except 
Alaska and Hawaii). Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 103490 (Sub-No. 60), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: PROVAN 
TRANSPORT CORP., 210 Mill Street, 
Newburgh, N.Y. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar Street, 
New York, N.Y. 10006. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Dry cement, from Rosendale, N.Y., 
and points within 2 miles thereof, to 
points in Pennsylvania. Note: Applicant 
holds contract carrier authority under 
MC 125709, therefore dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 104881 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: ROSS C. 
GAY, doing business as GAY TRUCK 
LINE, Post Office Box 54, Falkner, Miss. 
38629. Applicant’s representative: James 
N. Clay III, 2700 Sterick Building, Mem- 
phis, Tenn. 38103. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, dangerous explosives, 
household goods as defined in Practices 
of Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, commodities, in 
bulk, and those requiring special equip- 
ment, between Walnut, Miss., and Mid- 
dleton, Tenn.; from Walnut over Missis- 
sippi Highway 15 to the Tennessee State 
line, thence over Tennessee Highway 125 
to Middleton, and return over the same 
route serving all intermediate points. 
Norte: Applicant states it intends to tack 
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with its present authority. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 106400 (Sub-No. 71), filed Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. Applicant: KAW 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a corporation, 
Post Office Box 8525, Sugar Creek, Mo. 
64054. Applicant’s representative: Robert 
L. Hawkins, Jr., 312 East Capitol Avenue, 
Jefferson City, Mo. 65101. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from St. Joseph, Mo., to points 
in Kansas, Iowa, Nebraska, Colorado, 
and Missouri. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Kansas City, Mo. 

No. MC 106943 (Sub-No. 98), filed 
September 5, 1968. Applicant: EASTERN 
EXPRESS, INC., 1450 Wabash Avenue, 
Terre Haute, Ind. 47801. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: John E. Lesow, 3737 North 
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 
46208. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, except classes A and B ex- 
plosives, livestock, grain, petroleum 
products in bulk, household goods as de- 
fined by the Commission, and commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment, serving 
the plantsite of the R. R. Donnelley & 
Sons Co. at or near Dwight, Ill., as an 
off-route point in connection with appli- 
cant’s present authority to and from 
Chicago. Note: Applicant states that it 
intends to tack with its present author- 
ity. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Ill., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 106943 (Sub-No. 99), filed 
September 5, 1968. Applicant: EASTERN 
EXPRESS, INC., 1450 Wabash Avenue, 
Terre Haute, Ind. 47801. Applicant’s rep- 
resentatives: Lesow and Lesh, 3737 North 
Meridian Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 16208. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, except classes A and B explosives, 
livestock, grain, petroleum products in 
bulk, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities requiring 
special equipment, serving the plantsite 
of the Arrow Co. (Division of Cluett, 
Peabody & Co., Inc.), at or near Eiysburg, 
Pa., as an off-route point in connection 
with carrier’s regular route to and from 
Harrisburg, Pa. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Harrisburg, Pa. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 130), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CO., 100 South Main Street, 
Farmer City. Ill. 61842. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Dale L. Cox, Post Office Box 
146, Farmer City, Ill. 61842. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wire; nails; staples; fenc- 
ing; gates; posts; pipe; fence and post 
fittings or fixtures; steel, flat, rods, bars, 
Sheets and shapes; and wire mesh, from 
Kokomo, Ind., to points in Alabama, Ar- 
kansas, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu- 
Setts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
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Missouri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, North 
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and the 
District of Columbia. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Ill., Indianapolis, 
Ind., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 131), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: PRE-FAB 
TRANSIT CoO., a corporation, 100 South 
Main Street, Farmer City, Ill. 61842. Ap- 
plicant’s representatives: Dale L. Cox, 
Post Office Box 146, Farmer City, Il. 
61842, and Mack Stephenson, 301 Build- 
ing, 301 North Second Street, Spring- 
field, Ill. 62702. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Sheet metal products; and epuipment, 
materials, and supplies used in the in- 
stallation of sheet metal products, from 
Woodbury Heights, N.J., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Colorado, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, New York, North Carolina, Okla- 
homa, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 107544 (Sub-No. 79), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: LEMMON 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, INCORPO- 
RATED, Post Office Box 580, Marion, Va. 


24354. Applicant’s representative: Harry 
Cc. Ames, Jr., Transportation Building, 


Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Soda ash, in bulk, from 
Nitro, W. Va., to points in Ohio and 
Pennsylvania. Note: Applicant holds 
contract carrier authority under Docu- 
ment No. MC 113952 and Sub No. 2, 
therefore, dual options may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
Dc. 

No. MC 109564 (Sub-No. 10), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: LYONS 
TRANSPORTATION LINES, INC., 1701 
Parade Street, Erie, Pa. 16503. Appli- 
cant’s representatives: John P. McMahon 
and A. Charles Tell, 100 East Broad 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex- 
cept those of unusual value, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requir- 
ing special equipment); (1) between 
Cleveland and Marietta, Ohio, over U.S. 
Highway 21, serving all intermediate 
points; (2) between Cleveland and Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, from Cleveland over U.S. 
Highway 21 to junction Interstate High- 
way 80S at Norton, Ohio, thence west- 
ward over Interstate Highway 80S to 
junction Interstate Highway 71, thence 
southwestward over Interstate Highway 
71 through Columbus to junction Inter- 
state Highway 275, thence westward over 
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Interstate Highway 275 to junction In- 
terstate Highway 175, thence southward 
over Interstate Highway 75 to Cincinnati, 
and return over the same routes, serving 
all intermediate points; (3) between 
Cleveland and Dayton, Ohio, from Cleve- 
land to Columbus as specified in No. (2), 
above, thence westward over Interstate 
Highway 70 to junction Interstate High- 
way 75, thence south over Interstate 
Highway 75 to Dayton, and return over 
the same routes, serving all intermediate 
points. 

(4) Between Cleveland and Dayton, 
Ohio, from Cleveland to junction Inter- 
state Highways 80S and 71 as specified in 
No. (2), above, thence southward over 
Interstate Highway 71 to junction US. 
Highway 36 near Berkshire, Ohio, thence 
westward over U.S. Highway 36 through 
Delaware, Ohio, to junction Ohio High- 
way 4 at Marysville, Ohio, thence south- 
ward over Ohio Highway 4 to Dayton, 
and return over the same routes, serving 
all intermediate points; (5) between 
Cleveland and Dayton, Ohio, from Cleve- 
land to Delaware, Ohio, as specified in 
No. (4), above, thence south over U.S. 
Highway 42 to junction Interstate High- 
way 70 near Lafayette, Ohio, thence west 
over Interstate Highway 78 to junction 
Ohio Highway 4 near Medway, Ohio, 
thence south over Ohio Highway 4 to 
Dayton, and return over the same routes, 
serving all intermediate points; (6) be- 
tween Cleveland and Cincinnati, Ohio, 
from Cleveland over U.S. Highway 21 to 
junction U.S. Highway 224 at Norton, 
Ohio, thence westward over U.S. High- 
way 224 through New Haven, Ohio, to 
junction Interstate Highway 75 at Find- 
lay, Ohio, thence southward over Inter- 
state Highway 75 to Cincinnati, and re- 
turn over the same routes, serving all 
intermediate points; (7) between Cleve- 
land and Shelby, Ohio, from Cleveland 
to junction Ohio Highway 61 at New 
Haven, Ohio, over the routes set forth 
in No. (6), above, thence southward over 
Ohio Highway 61 to Shelby, and return 
over the same routes, serving all inter- 
mediate points; and 

(8) Between Cleveland and Toledo, 
Ohio, from Cleveland over U.S. Highway 
21 to junction with Ohio Turnpike near 
West Richfield, Ohio (Interstate High- 
ways 80 and 90), thence westward over 
Ohio Turnpike (Interstate Highways 80 
and 90) to junction Interstate Highway 
280, thence northward over Interstate 
Highway 280 to junction Ohio Highway 
51, thence northwestward over Ohio 
Highway 51 to Toledo, and return over 
the same routes, serving al] intermediate 
points. Note: Service is authorized from 
and to all points in Ohio except those 
within 25 miles of Cleveland as off-route 
points in connection with Nos. (1) 
through (8) above. Restriction: Service 
over routes Nos. (1) through (8) above, 
is restricted to traffic moving from, to, or 
through Cleveland, Ohio, and is further 
restricted against service to any commer- 
cial zone point located outside of Ohio. 
Note: The instant application is filed 
concurrently with a petition to reopen 
MC-F 9690. Applicant seeks to convert 
the certificate of registration of Beiter 
Line Corp., under MC 496 (Sub-No. 4) to 
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a regular route certificate of public con- 
venience and necessity. If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Columbus, Ohio, or Washing- 
ton, D.C. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 878), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: CHEMI- 
CAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 
East Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, 
Pa. 19335. Applicant’s representatives: 
Edwin H. van Deusen (same address as 
applicant), and Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 
Madison Building, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Soda ash, in bulk, from 
Nitro, W. Va., to points in Ohio and 
Pennsylvania. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 879), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: CHEMI- 
CAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 
East Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, 
Pa. 19335. Applicant’s representatives: 
Edwin H. van Deusen (same address as 
applicant), and Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 
Madison Building, 1155 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20005. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dry chemicals, in bulk, 
from Solvay, N.Y., to points in Ohio and 
West Virginia. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 880), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: CHEMI- 
CAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 
East Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, 
Pa. 19335. Applicant’s representative: 
Edwin H. van Deusen (same address as 
above), and Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 1155 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20005. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Dry chemicals, 
in bulk, from El Dorado, Ark., to points 
in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Oklahoma, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, and Texas. NOTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
D.C. 

No. MC 111320 (Sub-No. 51), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS 
KEAL TRANSPORT COMPANY, INC., 
2001 Barlow Road, Hudson, Ohio 44236. 
Applicant’s representative: James E, 
Wilson, 1735 K Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Liquid and food processing, handling and 
packaging machinery, equipment, mate- 
rials and supplies, which because of size, 
weight or bulk, require special equip- 
ment or special handling; and (2) com- 
modities named in number (1) above, 
which do not require special equipment 
or special handling, only when moving 
as part of the same shipment and in the 
same vehicle with commodities named 
in number (1) above, which because of 
size, weight, or bulk, do require special 
equipment or special handling, between 
points in the United States (excluding 
Alaska and Hawaii). Nore: If a hearing 
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is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 111401 (Sub-No. 266), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: GROEN- 
DYKE TRANSPORT, INC., 2510 Rock 
Island Boulevard, Post Office Box 632, 
Enid, Okla. 73701. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Chemicals, in bulk, from points in 
Robertson County, Tenn., to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Missouri, 
Mississippi, North Carolina, Ohio, South 
Carolina, Tennessee, and Virginia. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Nashville, 
Tenn., or Birmingham, Ala. 

No. MC 111545 (Sub-No. 109), filed 
August 26, 1968. Applicant: HOME 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
Post Office Box 6426, Station A, Marietta, 
Ga. 30060. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert E. Born, 1425 Franklin Road SE., 
Marietta, Ga. 30060. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Joists and trusses, floor and 
ceiling, and structural steel, and ma- 
terials and supplies, and accessories used 
in the installation thereof, between 
Dubuque, Iowa, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Alabama, Arkansas, 
Connecticut, Colorado, Delaware, Flor- 
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, - Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, 
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla- 
homa, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes- 
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginie, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia; and (2) buildings, complete, 
knocked down or in sections, between 
Monticello, Iowa, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Alabama, Arkan- 
sas, Connecticut, Colorado, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, 
Maryland, Michigan, Minnesota, Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New Hamp- 
shire, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Okla- 
homa, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennes- 
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- 
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of 
Columbia. Note: Applicant indicates 
tacking possibilities with its Sub 94 at 
Dubuque or Monticello, Iowa, enabling 
service to points in Indiana, Iowa, Ar- 
kansas, Kentucky, Ohio, Tennessee, and 
those in the Lower Peninsula of Michi- 
gan, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, and Wisconsin. Applicant states 
no duplicating authority is being sought. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Dubuque, 
Iowa, or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 252), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: LIQUID 
TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Box 
5135, Cherokee Station, Louisville, Ky. 
40205. Applicant’s representative: Leon- 
ard A. Jaskiewicz, 600 Madison Build- 
ing, 1155 15th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20005. Authority sought to operate 


as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Starch of all kinds, blends of starch, corn 
products, and products made of corn, 
between points in Arkansas, Illinois, In- 
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michi- 
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, North Dakota, 
Ohio, South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wis- 
consin, having a prior rail movement. 
Nore: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Tll., or Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 113170 (Sub-No. 5) (Amend- 
ment), filed December 20, 1967, published 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Janu- 
ary 11, 1968, amended and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: PEET 
FRATE LINE, INC., 1315 South Route 
47, Woodstock, Ill. 60098. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Beverley S. Simms, 1700 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20006. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except those of un- 
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, commodi- 
ties requiring special equipment, and 
those injurious, or contaminating to 
other lading), between points in Illinois 
within points 50 miles of Marengo, II1., 
including Marengo, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Illinois; Palmyra, 
Wis.; points in Walworth County, Wis.; 
and, in Racine and Kenosha Counties, 
Wis., on and west of U.S. Highway 45. 
Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to define the tacking information. 
Applicant states the proposed authority 
will be tacked with its presently held 
regular route authority to perform serv- 
ices between Woodstock and Chicago, 
Tll., except that part of the Chicago com- 
mercial zone located in Indiana. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Ill., or 
Madison, Wis. 

No. MC 113267 (Sub-No. 204), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: CENTRAL 
& SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC., 312 
West Morris, Caseyville, Ill. 62232. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Lawrence A. 
Fischer (same address as applicant) . Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Prepared foods; 
beverage preparations, dry; condensed 
milk; milk or cream substitutes, proc- 
essed from vegetable products; dessert 
preparations, other than frozen; diapers, 
paper or cellulose; milk beverage, fla- 
vored, liquid; evaporated milk; fruit juice 
drink, noncarbonated; beverages, fia- 
vored; coffee, extract of (instant) ; cocoa, 
with sugar; potatoes, cooked and pow- 
dered, other than frozen; milk or dry milk 
solids, powdered; beverage preparations, 
dry, malt; milk and cocoa compounds; 
lemon peel, frozen; citrus fruit juice 
powdered; milk malted; milk beverage, 
flavored, liquid; mince meat; milk or dry 
milk solids, powdered; citrus fruit juice 
powder; pie preparations, other than 
frozen; dessert preparations, other than 
frozen; milk or dry milk solids, powdered; 
plastic articles; potatoes, cooked, flaked, 
or sliced, other than frozen; milk or dry 
milk solids, powdered; milk food; dry 
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cheese; and biscuits, from Memphis, 
Tenn., to points in Mississippi. Note: 
Common control may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 113267 (Sub-No. 205), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: CENTRAL 
& SOUTHERN TRUCK LINES, INC., 
312 West Morris Street, Caseyville, Il. 
62232. Applicant’s representative: Law- 
rence A. Fischer (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts, dairy 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in sec- 
tions A, B, and C of appendix I to the re- 
port in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (ex- 
cept hides and commodities in bulk), 
from South St. Paul, Minn., to points in 
Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Florida, 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Kentucky, and Tennessee. Note: Com- 
mon control may be involved. If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 113325 (Sub-No. 126), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: : SLAY 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 2001 
South Seventh Street, St. Louis, Mo. 
63104. Applicant’s representative: T. M. 
Tahan (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Dry chemi- 
cals, in bulk, from El Dorado, Ark., to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla- 
homa, South Carolina, Tennessee, and 
Texas. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 113509 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: DANTE 
GENTILINI TRUCKING, INC., 10821 
Prairie Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60628. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Philip A. Lee, 
110 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Il. 
60603. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Perlite, 
vermiculite and plaster, in bags, ez- 
panded polystyrene boards, shapes or 
forms, and glass wool; (1) from Chicago, 
Ill., to points in that part of Iowa on and 
east of US. Highway 69; and those in 
that part of Wisconsin south of a line 
beginning at Port Washington, Wis., and 
extending along Wisconsin Highway 33 
to junction Wisconsin Highway 60, 
thence over Wisconsin Highway 60 to the 
Wisconsin-Iowa State line; and, (2) 
from Milwaukee, Wis., to Chicago, Il., 
under contract with Zonolite Division 
W. R. Grace & Co. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 114364 (Sub-No. 177), filed 
September 5, 1968. Applicant: WRIGHT 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
1191, 1401 North Little Street, Cushing, 
Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representative: 
Rodger Spahr (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Oleo- 
margarine, table sauces, table spreads, 
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salad dressing, salad oils, vegetable oils, 
cooking oils, shortening, lard, tallow, and 
animal fats, in containers; (a) from 
Sherman, Tex., to points in Arkansas, 
Colorado, Illinois, Kansas, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, Oklahoma, and Wyoming; (b) 
from Jacksonville, Ill., to points in Ar- 
kansas, Colorado, Kansas, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, Oklahoma, Texas, and Wyoming; 
and (2) containers, advertising materials, 
supplies, machinery, materials, and in- 
gredients used in the manufacturing, 
packing, and distribution of commod- 
ities named in (1) above between 
Sherman, Tex., and Jacksonville, Ill. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Dallas 
or Houston, Tex. 

No. MC 114364 (Sub-No. 178), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: WRIGHT 
MOTOR LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
1191, 1401 North Little Street, Cushing, 
Okla. 74023. Applicant’s representative: 
Rodger Spahr (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Frozen 
foods, from points in Oregon and Wash- 
ington to Kennewick, Wash., for storage 
in-transit and reshipment to destina- 
tions otherwise authorized. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Portland, Oreg., or 
Seattle, Wash. 

No. MC 114457 (Sub-No. 72), filed 
September 5, 1968. Applicant: DART 
TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation, 
780 North Prior Avenue, St. Paul, Minn. 
55104. Applicant’s representatives: Sin- 
ger and Hardman, 33 North Dearborn 
Street, Chicago, Ill. 60602. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dairy products and by- 
products, and such materials, supplies, 
and equipment as are incidental to the 
production, packaging and sale of dairy 
products and byproducts, from points in 
Minnesota to points in Michigan. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 114533 (Sub-No. 169), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: BANKERS 
DISPATCH CORPORATION, 4970 South 
Archer Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60632. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Warren W. 
Wallin, 330 South Jefferson Street, Chi- 
cago, Ill. 60606. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Audit media and business records, be- 
tween Rolling Meadows, Ill., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in In- 
diana, Michigan, Wisconsin, and Mis- 
souri. Note: Common control may be 
involved. Applicant has pending an ap- 
plication for authority to conduct opera- 
tions as a contract carrier in permit No. 
MC 128616, therefor, dual operations may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Ill., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 115840 (Sub-No. 36), filed 
September 10, 1968. Applicant: COLO- 
NIAL FAST FREIGHT LINES, INC., 1215 
West Bankhead Highway, Post Office Box 
2169, Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Appli- 
cant’s representative: C. E. Wesley (same 
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address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Iron and steel; (2) 
iron and steel articles; and (3) pipe, 
pipe fittings, and gaskets (except in 
bulk), from points in Alabama to points 
in Texas and Louisiana west of the Mis- 
sissippi River. Notre: Applicant states 
it intends to tack authority sought with 
that presently held in MC 115840 and 
Sub 19 over Birmingham, Ala. Gateway, 
wherein applicant is authorized to serve 
points in Florida, Georgia, Tennessee, 
Mississippi, Louisiana east of Mississippi 
River, Alabama, Arkansas, and points on 
Mississippi and Tennessee Rivers on and 
south of Kentucky-Tennessee State line. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No. MC 115946 (Sub-No. 48), filed 
September 11, 1968. Applicant: GAY 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
Post Office Box 7055, Savannah, Ga. 
31408. Applicant’s representative: B. M. 
Shirley, Jr., Post Office Box 612, Winston- 
Salem, N.C. 27102. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Liquid latex, in bulk, from Savan- 
nah, Ga., to Minneapolis, Minn. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga., 
or New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 116045 (Sub-No. 33), filed 
September 3, 1968, Applicant: NEU- 
MAN TRANSIT CoO., INC., Post Office 
Box 38, Rawlins, Wyo. 82301. Applicant’s 
representative: Leslie R. Kehl, 420 Den- 
ver Club Building, Denver, Colo. 80202. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Uranium 
concentrate, in drums, (1) from points 
in Fremont County, Wyo., to Rawlins, 
Wyo.; and (2) from points in Carbon 
County, Wyo., to Medicine Bow and 
Rawlins, Wyo. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Denver, Colo., or Casper, Wyo. 

No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 83), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: BARRETT 
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., 
1825 Main, Post Office Box 601, Moor- 
head, Minn. 56560. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: John G. McLaughlin, 624 Pa- 
cific Building, Portland, Oreg. 97204. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Trailers desigrred to 
be drawn by passenger automobiles, sec- 
tional buildings, vacation trailers, and 
pickup campers, in initial movements, 
from points in Oregon to points in the 
United States (except Hawaii), except 
trailers and sectional buildings, from 
Bend, Oreg., to points in Alaska, Wash- 
ington, California, Idaho, and Nevada. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Portland, 
Oreg. 

No. MC 117589 (Sub-No. 7) (amend- 
ment), filed July 24, 1968, published in 
FEDERAL REGISTER issue August 15, 1968, 
amended and republished as amended, 
this issue. Applicant: CLARKS’S FRO- 
ZEN EXPRESS, INC., 2535 Airport Way 
South, Seattle, Wash. 98134. Applicant’s 
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representative: George R. LaBissoniere, 
920 Logan Building, Seattle, Wash. 98101. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Meats, 
meat products, meat byproducts, dairy 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in sec- 
tions A, B, and C of appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, ex- 
cept commodities in bulk; and (2) pizza 
crust and products, from Greeley, Col- 
orado Springs, and Denver, Colo., to 
points in Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
and Montana. NoTEe: The purpose of this 
republication is to broaden the territo- 
rial scope by adding Montana as a des- 
tination State. Applicant has a contract 
carrier application pending under MC 
129247 Sub-No. 1. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Denver, Colo. 

No. MC 118535 (Sub-No. 40), filed 
September 11, 1968. Applicant: JIM 
TIONA, JR., 803 West Ohio Street, But- 
ler, Mo. 64730. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Carll V. Kretsinger, 450 Profes- 
sional Building, Kansas City, Mo. 64106. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Anhydrous 
ammonia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, fer- 
tilizer and fertilizer materials, liquid or 
dry, in bags or in bulk, from the plant- 
site of Sinclair Petrochemicals, Inc., at 
or near Fort Madison, Iowa, to points 
in Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis- 
souri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, and Wiscon- 
sin. NoTE: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Chicago, Ill., or Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 118831 (Sub-No. 57), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: CENTRAL 
TRANSPORT INCORPORATED, 
Uhwarrie Road, Post Office Box 5044, 
High Point, N.C. Applicant’s representa- 
tives: E. Stephen Heisley, Transportation 
Building, Washington, D.C., and Rich- 
ard E. Shaw (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fertilizer 
and chemicals, in bulk, in tank or 
hopper-type vehicles, from points in 
Hertford County, N.C., to points in Dela- 
ware, Georgia, Maryland, New Jersey, 
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Virginia, and West Virginia. 
Note: Common control may be involved. 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Raleigh, N.C., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 119164 (Sub-No. 26) , filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: J-E-M 
TRANSPORTATION CoO., INC., Post Of- 
fice Box 1315, 509 Liberty Street, Syra- 
cuse, N.Y. Applicant’s representative: 
Robert V. Gianniny, 900 Midtown Tower, 
Rochester, N.Y. 14604. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Dry chemicals, in bulk, from Solvay, 
N.Y., to points in Ohio and West Vir- 
ginia. NoTE: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
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essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 119192 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: EASTERN 
DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., 400 Hack- 
ensack Avenue, Hackensack, N.J. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Morton E. Kiel, 
140 Cedar Street, New York, N.Y. 10006. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Such commodi- 
ties as are dealt in by department stores, 
and in connection therewith materials, 
supplies, and equipment used in the con- 
duct of such business, from New York, 
N.Y., to points in New Jersey and Con- 
necticut, and (2) returned shipments in 
the opposite direction; under contract 
with Federated Department Stores, Inc., 
Bloomingdale Brothers Division. Nore: 
Common control may be involved. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 119641 (Sub-No. 72), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: RINGLE EX- 
PRESS, INC., 450 East Ninth Street, 
Fowler, Ind. 47944. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Robert C. Smith, 620 Illinois 
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties, (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), between the plant- 
sites, shipping points, and warehouses of 
Continental Steel Corp., at or near Ko- 
komo, Ind., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the continental United 
States on and east of U.S. Highway 85. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Indian- 
apolis, Ind. 

No. MC 119702 (Sub-No. 33) , filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: STAHLY 
CARTAGE CoO., a corporation, Post Of- 
fice Box 486, 130A Hillsboro Avenue, 
Edwardsville, Ill. 62025. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Wendell C. Wohlford (same 
address as applicant). Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles; fertilizer and fertilizer 
materials, liquid or dry, in bags or bulk, 
from the plantsite of Sinclair Petro- 
chemicals, Inc., at or near Fort Madison, 
Iowa, to points in Arkansas, Illinois, In- 
diana, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
and Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Ill., or St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 119726 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: N. A. B. 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 1007 East 27th 
Street, Indianapolis, Ind. 46205. Appli- 
cant’s representative: James L. Beattey, 
130 East Washington Street, No. 1021, 
Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Containers and accessories 
thereof, and materials used in manu- 


facturing and shipping thereof, between 
the plantsite of Owens-Illinois at Alton, 
Ill., and points in Mississippi. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Indianapolis, Ind.- 

No. MC 119767 (Sub-No. 214), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: BEAVER 
TRANSPORT CO., a corporation, 100 
South Calumet Street, Burlington, Wis. 
53105. Applicant’s representative: Allan 
B. Torhorst (same address as applicant). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Frozen foods and 
canned meats, from Clinton, Iowa, to St. 
Louis, Mo. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 119777 (Sub-No. 114), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: LIGON 
SPECIALIZED HAULER, INC., Post Of- 
fice Drawer L, Madisonville, Ky. 42431. 
Applicant’s representative: Louis J. 
Amato, Post Office Box E, Bowling Green, 
Ky. 42101. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Playground equipment, basketball goals 
and blackboards, toys, movie screens, 
velocipedes, snowshoes, rope, lawn fur- 
niture, porch swings, tables and chairs, 
boards, chalk or bulletin, and parts 
thereof, from Jamestown, Linesville, and 
Greenville, Pa., to points in the United 
States (except Alaska and Hawaii). 
Note: Applicant holds contract carrier 
authority under MC 126970 (Sub-No. 1) 
and subs thereunder, therefore dual op- 
erations may be involved. If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at St. Louis, Mo. 

No. MC 119974 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
September 12, 1968. Applicant: L. C. L. 
TRANSIT COMPANY, a corporation, 
520 North Roosevelt Street, Green Bay, 
Wis. 54305. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles E. Dye (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meat, 
meat products, meat byproducts, and 
articles distributed by meat packing- 
houses as described in sections A and C of 
appendix I to the report in Description in 
Motor Carriers Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 
and 766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk); (1) from the plantsite and/or 
warehouse facilities of I. D. Packing Co., 
Des ‘Moines, Iowa, to Austin, Minn., re- 
stricted to shipment originating at the 
plantsite and/or warehouse facilities of 
the I. D. Packing Co., Des Moines, Iowa; 
and, (2) from the plantside and/or ware- 
house facilities of Geo. A. Hormel & Co., 
Austin, Minn., to points in Indiana, re- 
stricted to shipments originating at the 
plantsite and/or warehouse facilities of 
Geo. A. Hormel & Co., Austin, Minn. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary 
applicant requests it be held at Minneap- 
olis, Minn., or Des Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 121281 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. Applicant: BIG MAC 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 2002 
Ganyard Drive, Houston, Tex. 77043. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Joe G. Fender, 
802 Houston First Savings Building, 
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Houston, Tex. 77002. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Iron and steel articles, from Eagle 
Pass, Tex., to points in Texas. Note: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at San Antonio, Hous- 
ton, or Dallas, Tex. 

No. MC 123075 (Sub-No. 18), filed Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. Applicant: HARVEY D. 
SHUPE, HOWARD YOST, and 
CHARLES MYLANDER, a partnership, 
doing business as SHUPE & YOST, Post 
Office Box 1123, Greeley, Colo. 80631. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Herbert M. 
Boyle, 946 Metropolitan Building, Den- 
ver, Colo. 80202. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Salt and salt products; (1) from 
plantsite of Hardy Salt Co., at or near 
Lake Points, Utah, to points in Idaho, 
Montana, Arizona, and New Mexico, 
unde contract with Hardy Salt Co. and 
Leslie Salt Co.; and (2) from plantsite 
of Solar Salt Co. in Tooele County, Utah, 
to points in Idaho, Montana, Arizona, 
and New Mexico, under contract with 
Solar Salt Co. and VWR United Corp., 
doing business as Bonanza Salt Co. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Salt Lake 
City, Utah. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 343), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
611 South 28th Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53246. Applicant’s representative: Rich- 
ard H. Prevette (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Dry 
chemicals, in bulk, from Solvay, N.Y., to 
points in Ohio and West Virginia. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
De. - 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 344), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
611 South 28th Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53246. Applicant’s representative: Rich- 
ard H. Prevette (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Soda ash, 
in bulk, from Nitro, W. Va., to points in 
Ohio and Pennsylvania. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 124078 (Sub-No. 345), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: SCHWER- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 
611 South 28th Street, Milwaukee, Wis. 
53246. Applicant’s representative: Rich- 
ard H. Prevette (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) An- 
hydrous ammonia, in bulk, in tank ve- 
hicles, (2) fertilizer and fertilizer ma- 
terials, liquid or dry, in bags or in bulk, 
from the plantsite of Sinclair Petro- 
chemicals, Inc., at or near Fort Madison, 
Iowa, to points in Arkansas, Illinois, In- 
diana, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
and Wisconsin. Note: If a hearing is 
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deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 124154 (Sub-No. 22), filed 
September 5, 1968. Applicant: WIN- 
GATE TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 
Post Office Box 1312, Albany, Ga. 31702. 
Applicant’s representative: Monty Schu- 
macher, Suite 310, 2045 Peachtree Road 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo- 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Ground ciay and fuller’s earth, 
from points in Grady County, Ga., to 
points in Kentucky, Ohio, Michigan, 
Indiana, Missouri, Texas, Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Iowa, Illinois, Georgia, Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, North Carolina, Vir- 
ginia, West Virginia, District of Colum- 
bia, Maryland, New Jersey, Delaware, 
New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island, 
Massachusetts, Arkansas, Nebraska, 
Pennsylvania, and points in Alabama on 
and north of U.S. Highway 80. NoTE: 
Applicant presently holds comparable 
authority from Grady County, Ga., 
to points in Florida, Mississippi, Louis- 
iana, Tennessee, South Carolina, and 
that part of Alabama south of US. 
Highway 80. Applicant further states 
this authority would be used, in conjunc- 
tion with the sought authority herein 
for purposes of multiple deliveries, only. 
Applicant is also authorized to operate 
as a contract carrier under MC 117504 
Sub-No. 1, therefore, dual operations 
may be involved. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Chicago, Ill., or Atlanta, Ga. 

No. MC 124353 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep- 
tember 11, 1968. Applicant: B AND S 
HAULERS INCORPORATED, Box 216, 
Highway 441, Sylva, N.C. 28779. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Robert R. Wil- 
liams, Jr., 4 South Pack Square, Post 
Office Box 17316, Asheville, N.C. 28807. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer, lime- 
stone and agricultural ammonium ni- 
trate and nitrate of soda, in bags, from 
Savannah and Augusta, Ga., and Colum- 
bia, S.C., to points in Buncombe, Hen- 
derson, Madison, Transylvania, Hay- 
wood, Jackson, Swain, Macon, Graham, 
Clay and Cherokee Counties, N.C. Nore: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Asheville or 
Charlotte, N.C., or Columbia, S.C. 

‘No. MC 124642 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep- 
tember 11, 1968. Applicant: S. A. LEI- 
CESTER, Waverly, Va. 23890. Applicant’s 
representative. Jno. C. Goddin, Post 
Office Box 1636, Richmond, Va. 23213. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Wood chips 
and sawdust, from points in Virginia to 
Roanoke Rapids, N.C. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Washington, D.C., or Rich- 
mond, Va. 

No. MC 125474 (Sub-No. 20), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: BULK 
HAULERS, INC., Post Office Box 3201, 
Wilmington, N.C. 28401. Applicant’s 
representative: John C. Bradley, 618 
Perpetual Building, Washington, D.C. 
20004. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
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irregular routes, transporting: Fish 
products, from points in Brunswick and 
New Hanover Counties, N.C., to points in 
Georgia, Maryland, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Virginia. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed nec<ssary, 
applicant requests it be held at Raleigh, 
N.C., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 125550 (Sub-No. 5), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: THE HELLER 
COMPANY, a corporation, 200 Chestnut 
Avenue, Altoona, Pa. 16603. Applicant’s 
representative: Arthur J. Diskin, 806 
Frick Building, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Electri- 
cal fixtures, metal housewares and 
houseware products, and metal utility 
buildings, knocked down, from Altoona, 
Pa., to points in Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, 
and Michigan, and materials used in the 
manufacture of the above-specified com- 
modities, on return, under contract with 
Stanley Electric Manufacturing Co. of 
Altoona, Pa. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Washington, D.C., or Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

No. MC 125708 (Sub-No. 97), filed 
August 16, 1968. Applicant: HUGH 
MAJOR, 150 Sinclair, South Roxana, Il. 
62087. Applicant’s representative: (same 
as above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and 
steel, and iron and steel articles; (1) 
from the plantsites of Beall Tool Divi- 
sion, Unit Rail Anchor Corp. at East 
Alton, Ill., to South Bend and Evans- 
ville, Ind., and Louisville, Ky.; (2) from 
points in Indiana and Ohio to plantsites 
of Beall Tool Division, Unit Rail Anchor 
Corp. at East Alton, Ill.; (3) from Cen- 
tralia, Ill., to points in Wisconsin, In- 
diana, Minnesota, Iowa, Kentucky, Ohio, 
and Tennessee (except Shelby County) ; 
(4) from Carlinville, Ill., to points in 
Wisconsin, Indiana, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Iowa, Kentucky, Arkansas, Nebraska, 
and Tennessee (except Shelby County) ; 
(5) from Flora, I1l., to points in Wiscon- 
sin, Indiana, Iowa, Nebraska, Tennessee 
(except Shelby County), and Ohio; (6) 
from Warren, Ohio, and points in that 
part of Ohio south of U.S. Highway 40, 
points in Oklahoma, and St. Louis and 
Louisiana, Mo., to Louisiana, Mo. (ex- 
cept from points in Missouri), and to 
Centralia, Carlinville, Flora, and Olney, 
til.; (7) from points in Michigan, Penn- 
Sylvania, Mississippi, Louisiana, and 
Oklahoma, to Sparta, Carlinville, Cen- 
tralia, and Irvington, Il., and Louisiana, 
Mo. (except sheet steel from points in 
Michigan and Pennsylvania to Sparta, 
Carlinville, Centralia, and Irvington, Ill.). 

(8) From Centralia, Ill., to points in 
Kansas, New Jersey, New York, Okla- 
homa, Pennsylvania, Texas, and Michi- 
gan; (9) from Sparta, Il., to points in 
Pennsylvania, Texas, and Michigan; (10) 
from Carlinville, Ill., to points in Kansas, 
Michigan, New York, Oklahoma, Penn- 
sylvania, Texas, and Jefferson County, 
Ala.; (11) from Irvington, Il., to points 
in Louisiana, Michigan, New Jersey, New 
York, Texas, Virginia, and West Vir- 
ginia; (12) between Louisiana, Mo., and 
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points in Illinois; (13) from points in 
Illinois to points in Missouri (except 
Louisiana, Mo., and points in that part 
of Missouri east of U.S. Highway 67 ex- 
tending from Crystal City to the Mis- 
souri-Arkansas State line); (14) from 
Greenville, Ill, to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Georgia, Indiana, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, 
Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, Ten- 
nessee, Texas, and Wisconsin; (15) from 
points in Missouri, New York, Ohio, and 
Pennsylvania to Greenville, Ill.; (16) 
from Springdale, Ark., to Collinsville, Ill.; 
(17) from Kansas City, Mo., to Collins- 
ville, Ill.; (18) from Greenville, Ill., to 
points in Louisiana, Mississippi, New 
York, North Carolina, North Dakota, 
South Carolina, South Dakota, and Vir- 
ginia; (19) from points in Indiana (ex- 
cept points in Indiana located within the 
Chicago, Ill., commercial zone, as defined 
by the Commission), North Carolina, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Virginia, 
and West Virginia, to Greenville, IIl.; 
(20) from points in Scioto County, Ohio, 
to points in Missouri (except St. Louis, 
and points in the Louisiana, Mo., com- 
mercial zone, as defined by the Commis- 
sion); (21) from Flora, Ill:, «o points in 
Michigan, New York, Texas, Virginia, and 
West Virginia; (22) from Irvington and 
Sparta, Ill., and-points within 5 miles 
thereof, to points in Indiana, Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, Minnesota, Nebraska, Ohio, Ten- 
nessee, and Wisconsin. 

(23) From Chester and Alton, Ill., to 
Flora, Irvington, and Sparta, Ill., and 
points within 5 miles of Irvington and 
Sparta; (24) from Greenville, Ill., to 
points in New Jersey, Minnesota, and 
Florida; (25) from points in Minnesota, 
Kentucky (except that part of Kentucky 
north of U.S. Highway 460), Tennessee, 
Florida, and that part of Indiana, in the 
Chicago, Ill., commercial zone, as defined 
by the Commission, to Greenville, IIl.; 
(26) from Fairbury and Forrest, Ill., to 
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
Maryland, Michigan, North Carolina, 
New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsyl- 
vania, Virginia, West Virginia, South 
Carolina, and Mississippi; (27) from 
Louisiana, Mo., to points in Arkansas, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Mich- 
igan, Minnesota, Nebraska, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, 
and Wisconsin; (28) from Centralia, Il., 
to points in Virginia and West Virginia; 
(29) from Chester and Alton, Ill., to 
Centralia and Carlinville, Il.; and (30) 
from St. Louis, Mo., to the plantsites and 
storage facilities of the Valley Steel 
Products Co. located at or near Mount 
Clare and Carlinville, Ill. Nore: Appli- 
cant states it seeks no duplicating au- 
thority, and that the purpose of this ap- 
plication is to clarify and standardize the 
commodity description for shippers con- 
venience. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
“sary, applicant requests it be held at St. 
Louis, Mo., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 126045 (Sub-No. 15), filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: ALTER 
TRUCKING AND TERMINAL COR- 
PORATION, Post Office Box 3122, Dav- 
enport, Iowa 52808. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
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vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Silica sand, from Clayton, 
Iowa, to points in Illinois and Minne- 
sota; (2) molding sand, bonded from 
Aurora, Ill., to points in Iowa; and, (3) 
salt, from the plantsites and storage fa- 
cilities of Cargill, Inc., located in Scott 
County, Iowa, to points in Iow<z, that part 
of Illinois on and north of U.S. Highway 
36 and points in that part of Wisconsin 
on and south of U.S. Highway 16 and on 
and west of U.S. Highway 51. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Des Moines, Iowa, 
or Minneapolis, Minn. 

No. MC 126287 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au- 
gust 28, 1968. Applicant: WICKER 
TRANSFER, INC., 1224 Water Avenue, 
Selma, Ala. 36701. Applicant’s repre- 
sentetive: John P. Barlton, 327 Frank 
Nelson Building, Birmingham, Ala. 35203. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Household goods, 
as defined by the Commission, between 
Selma, Ala., and Cr ig Air Force Base, 
Ala., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Autauga, Bibb, Bullock, Butler, 
Chilton, Choctaw, Clarke, Conecuh, 
Coosa, Crenshaw, Dallas, Elmore, Greene, 
Hale, Lowndes, Macon, Marengo, Mon- 
roe, Montgomery, Perry, Pike, Shelby, 
Sumter, Talladega, Tallapoosa, Tusca- 
loosa, and Wilcox Counties, Ala., re- 
stricted to shipments having a prior or 
subsequent out of State line haul move- 
ment by rail, motor, water, or air. NoTE: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Birmingham, 
Ala., or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 126473 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: HAROLD 
DICKEY TRANSPORT, INC., Packwood, 
Iowa 52580. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 610 Hubbell Build- 
ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Apple River 
Chemical Co., at or near East Dubuque 
and Niota, I1l., to points in Iowa, Illinois, 
Minnesota, Missouri, and Wisconsin. 
NoTeE: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Des 
Moines, Iowa. 

No. MC 126473 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: HAROLD 
DICKEY TRANSPORT, INC., Packwood, 
Iowa 52580. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 610 Hubbell Build- 
ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from the plantsite 
and storage facilities of Central Farmers 
Fertilizer Co., located at or near Palmyra, 
Mo., in Marion County, to points in Ili- 
nois and Iowa. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Des Moines, Iowa, Chicago, Ill., 
or Jefferson City, Mo. 

No. MC 126473 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: HAROLD 
DICKEY TRANSPORT, INC., Packwood, 
Iowa 52580. Applicant’s representative: 
William L. Fairbank, 610 Hubbell Build- 


ing, Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Anhydrous ammonia, in 
bulk in tank vehicles; fertilizer and 
fertilizer materials, liquid or dry, in bags 
or in bulk, from the plantsite of Sinclair 
Petrochemicals, Inc., at or near Fort 
Madison, Iowa, to points in Arkansas, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Da- 
kota, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. Note: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Des Moines, 
Iowa, or Chicago, Ill. 

No. MC 126822 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
September 5, 1968. Applicant: PASSAIC 
GRAIN AND WHOLESALE COMPANY, 
INC., Post Office Box 23, Passaic, Mo. 
Applicant’s representative: Carll V. Kret- 
singer, 450 Professional Building, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64106. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk in tank 
vehicles; fertilizer and fertilizer mate- 
rials, liquid or dry, in bags or in bulk, 
from the plantsite of Sinclair Petro- 
chemicals, Inc., at or near Fort Madison, 
Iowa, to points in Arkansas, Illinois, In- 
diana, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North 
Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
and Wisconsin. Nore: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago, Ill., or Des Moines, 
Iowa. 

No. MC 127196 (Sub-No. 9), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: ZERBIN L. 
KLINE AND JAMES L. KLINE, a part- 
nership, doing business as KLINE: 
TRUCKING, Rural Delivery No. 1, Mill- 
ville, Pa. 17846. Applicant’s representa- 
tives: Robert H. Griswold and S. Berne 
Smith, 100 Pine Street, Post Office Box 432, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17108. Authority sought 
te operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Materials, supplies, and component 
parts used in the manufacture and as- 
sembly of mobile buildings (except com- 
modities in bulk and those which, 
because of size or weight, require the use 
of special equipment), (1) between Mill- 
ville, Pa., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Arkansas, California, 
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Texas, and 
Ocala, Fla., and (2) from points in Dela- 
ware, Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, 
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Vir- 
ginia, and West Virginia to Millville, Pa. 
Note: Applicant indicates tacking pos- 
sibilities. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C., or Harrisburg, Pa. 

No. MC 127215 (Sub-No. 42), filed 
September 3, 1968. Applicant: KEN- 
DRICK CARTAGE CO., a corporation, 
Post Office Box 63, Salem, Il. 62881. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Anhydrous am- 
monia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, and (2) 
fertilizer and fertilizer materials, liquid 
or dry, in bags or in bulk, from the plant- 
site of Sinclair Petrochemicals, Inc., at 
or near Fort Madison, Iowa, to points in 
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Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Nebraska, 
North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, Ten- 
nessee, and Wisconsin. Nore: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Chicago, Il. 

No. MC 127274 (Sub-No. 17), filed 
September 8, 1968. Applicant: SHER- 
WOOD TRUCKING, INC., 1517 Hoyt 
Avenue, Post Office Box 2189, Muncie, 
Ind. 47302. Applicant’s representative: 
James D. Collins, 802 Board of Trade 
Building, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod- 
ucts, meat byproducts and articles dis- 
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de- 
scribed in sections A and C of appendix 
1 to the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk) from the plantsite and/or cold 
storage facilities utilized by Wilson & Co., 
Inc. at or near Logansport, Ind., to points 
in Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and 
Tennessee restricted to the transporta- 
tion of Wilson & Co., Inc., traffic originat- 
ing at the above specified plantsite 
and/or cold storage facilities and des- 
tined to the above specified destinations. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Chicago, 
Til. 

No. MC 127853 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep- 
tember 10, 1968. Applicant: COMMERCE 
CONSULTANTS CORPORATION, 850 
Charles Street, Gloucester City, N.J. Ap- 
plicant’s representative: Leonard A. Jas- 
kiewicz, 1155 15th Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20005. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk or 
those requiring special equipment, from 
points in Delaware, Maryland, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Pennsylvania, and the 
District of Columbia to the warehouse of 
John Jeffrey Corp. in Gloucester City, 
N.J., under contract with John Jeffrey 
Corp. Note: If a hearing is deemed nec- 
essary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C., or Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 127910 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. Applicant: C. B. W. 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., Post Of- 
fice Box 48, Hedge Road, Wood River, 
Ill. Applicant’s representative: Ernest A. 
Brooks II, 1301 Ambassador Building, 
St. Louis, Mo. 63101. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Anhydrous ammonia, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, and (2) fertilizer and ferti- 
lizer materials, liquid or dry, in bags or 
in bulk, from the plantsite of Sinclair 
Petrochemicals, Inc., at or near Fort 
Madison, Iowa, to points in Arkansas, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne- 
braska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Da- 
kota, Tennessee, and Wisconsin. NorTE: 
Applicant holds contract carrier author- 
ity under MC 115975 (Sub-No. 1) and 
subs thereunder, therefore dual opera- 
tions may be involved. If a hearing is 









NOTICES 


deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Chicago or Springfield, II., 
or Washington, D.C. 

No. MC 128356 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep- 
tember 5, 1968. Applicant: DOWNING- 
TOWN TRAILER CARRIERS, INC., 410 
South Brandywine Avenue, Downing- 
town, Pa. 19335. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Paul Ribner, 400 Penn Square 
Building, Juniper and Filbert Streets, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19107. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Materials used in con- 
struction of trailers, excluding house 
trailers and excluding trailers designed 
to be drawn by passenger automobiles, 
from Camden, N.J., Wickliffe, Dayton, 
and Kenton, Ohio, Lynchburg, Va., 
Huntington, W. Va., Baltimore, Md., 
Warrenton, Mo., Chicago, Ill., Detroit 
and Wyandotte, Mich., and Muncie, Ind., 
to the plantsites of Gindy Manufactur- 
ing Corp., in Lebanon, Pa., Eagle, Pa., 
and Honeybrook, Pa. Note: If a hearing 
is deemed necessary, applicant requests 
it be held at Philadelphia, Pa. 

No. MC 128902 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. Applicant: SCHOEN- 
EGGE, INC., Route 20 East, Box 525, 
Norwalk, Ohio 44857. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Richard H. Brandon, 79 East 
State Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
Authority sought to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Truck 
cab assemblies, from the plantsite of 
Superior Coach Co., at Norwalk, Ohio, to 
Mount Clemans, Mich., (2) experimental 
truck cabs and stampings, from Mount 
Clemans, Mich., to the plantsite of Su- 
perior Coach Co., at Norwalk, Ohio, (3) 
truck cab assemblies, tools, and fixtures, 
between the plantsite of Superior Coach 
Co., at Norwalk, Ohio, and Detroit, Mich., 
and (4) primer, in drums from Flint, 
Mich., to the plantsite of Superior Coach 
Co. at Norwalk, Ohio, under contract 
with Superior Coach Co. Note: If a hear- 
ing is deemed necessary, applicant re- 
quests it be held at Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 129107 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep- 
tember 6, 1968. Applicant: R. H. HARD- 
ING CO., INC., 100 Centre Drive, Roches- 
ter, N.Y. 14623. Applicant’s representa- 
tive: Raymond A. Richards, 23 West 
Main Street, Webster, N.Y. 14580. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Used automobiles, 
used pickup trucks, used panel trucks, 
used Jeeps, and used station wagons, in 
truckaway service, between Rochester, 
N.Y.; and Butler, Ebensburg, Gibsonia, 
and Manheim, Pa., and Bordentown, N.J. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Roches- 
ter, N.Y. 

No. MC 129251 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep- 
tember 3, 1968. Applicant: GLENN DEN- 
HAM, Route 3, Box 368, Gulfport, Miss. 
Applicant’s representative: Rubel L. Phil- 
lips, 717 Deposit Guaranty Bank Build- 
ing, Post Office Box 22533, Jackson, Miss. 
39205. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: New auto- 
mobiles, pickup trucks, and Jeeps, from 
Baton Rouge, La., to points in Alabama, 
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Arkansas, Mississippi, Missouri, and 
Tennessee. Nore: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Baton Rouge or New Orleans, La. 

No. MC 129444 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep- 
tember 9, 1968. Applicant: KNOBLOCH 
TRUCKING CO., INC., 122 Verdi Street, 
Farmingdale, N.Y. Applicant’s represent- 
atives: Morton E. Kiel, 140 Cedar Street, 
New York, N.Y. 10006, and Douglas 
Miller, Meadowbrook Bank Building, 
Malvern, N.Y. 11565. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Food products, animal feeds and 
materials used in the manufacture, sale, 
and distribution of such commodities 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
Hillside and Jersey City, N.J., on the one 
hand, and points in Queens, Nassau, and 
Suffolk Counties, N.Y., on the other, un- 
der contract with Kraft Foods Division of 
National Dairy Products Corp. Note: If 
a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at New York, N.Y. 

No. MC 129897 (Amendment), filed 
May 8, 1968, published FepERAL REGISTER 
issue of May 23, 1968, amended Septem- 
ber 14, 1968, and republished as 
amended this issue. Applicant: M.S.B.P., 
Inc., 2604 Avenue G, Council Bluffs, Iowa. 
Applicant’s representative: Richard A. 
Peterson, 521 South 14th Street, Post 
Office Box 806, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Hide trim- 
mings, tails, and glue stock, from roints 
in Iowa, Mlinois, Nebraska, Missouri, 
Kansas, Minnesota, Colorado, South Da- 
kota, and Wisconsin, to Chicago, Il., Mil- 
waukee and Oak Creek, Wis., Gowanda 
and Johnstown, N.Y., Woburn, Mass., 
and Mead, Nebr.; (2) fish meal and tank- 
age, from Chicago, Ill., Milwaukee and 
Oak Creek, Wis., Gowanda and Johns- 
town, N.Y., Woburn, Mass., and Menom- 
onee, Mich., to points in Iowa, Nebraska, 
Missouri, Kansas, Minnesota, Colorado, 
Wyoming, and Wisconsin; (3) dry or- 
ganic fertilizer, from Mead, Nebr., to 
points in Colorado, South Dakota, Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Iowa, Illinois, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Wyoming; and (4) in- 
gredients and materials used in the man- 
ufacture of dry organic fertilizer, from 
points in Colorado, South Dakota, Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Iowa, Illinois, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Wyoming, to Mead, 
Nebr., -under continuing contract with 
Mid-States By-Products Co., Mead, 
Nebr. Note: The purpose of this repub- 
lication is to substitute Mead, Nebr., in 
lieu of Omaha, Nebr., as previously pub- 
lished. If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Omaha, 
Nebr. 

No. MC 129946 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: JOHN 
HOWARD McCONNEL, doing business 
as McCONNEL TRUCK LINE, General 
Delivery, Durango, Colo. 81301. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Jerry R. Murphy, 
708 LaVeta, NE., Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
87108. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Animal 
feeds from Cheraw and Durango, Colo., 
to points in San Juan County, N. Mex. 
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Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Durango, 
Colo., or Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

No. MC 133021 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
September 9, 1968. Applicant: JOHN L. 
WILSON, doing business as J. W. 
TRUCKING, 407 West Maple Avenue, 
Sterling, Va. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles E. Creager, 5507 Sarril Road, 
Baltimore, Md. 21206. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Canned fruit juices, from Round 
Hill, Va., to Baltimore, Md., and Wash- 
ington, D.C., and (2) sugar (except in 
bulk), frozen juices, concentrates, and 
containers, from Baltimore, Md., to 
Round Hill, Va., and (3) sugar, frozen 
juices, and concentrates, from Washing- 
ton, D.C., to Round Hill, Va., under a 
continuing contract with Hill High Food 
Products, Inc., of Round Hill, Va. Nore: 
If a hearing is deemed necessary, appli- 
cant requests it be held at Washington, 
DC. 

No. MC 133129, filed August 28, 1968. 
Applicant: CANANDAIGUA EXPRESS, 
INC., West Main Street, Shortsville, N.Y. 
14548. Applicant’s representative: Ray- 
mond A. Richards, 23 West Main Street, 
Webster, N.Y. 14580.- Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) General commodities, as de- 
fined by the Commission, between points 
in Ontario County, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Monroe, 
Ontario, Wayne, and Yates Counties, 
N.Y., and (2) household goods, as de- 
fined by the Commission, (a) between 
points in Ontario County, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Al- 
bany, Broome, Cayuga, Chautauqua, 
Chemung, Franklin, Erie, Livingston, 
Monroe, Onondaga, Ontario, Rensselaer, 
Seneca, Schuyler, Steuben, Ulster, 
Wayne, and Yates Counties, N.Y., (b) 
between points in Cayuga County, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
Monroe County, N.Y., (c) between points 
in Steuben County, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Cayuga, 
Livingston, Monroe, Seneca, and Yates 
Counties, N.Y. Notre: The purpose of this 
instant application is to convert cer- 
tificate of registration in MC-85791 Sub 1 
into a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity. Common control may be 
involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
Sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Rochester, Buffalo, or Syracuse, N.Y. 

No. MC 133130 (Amendment), filed 
August 29, 1968, published in the Ferp- 
ERAL REGISTER issue of September 19, 
1968, and republished as amended, this 
issue. Applicant: H. J. GARRISON, 
5432 South Park Avenue, Tacoma, Wash. 
98408. Applicant’s representative: John 
A. Rorem, 2624 South 38th Street, Ta- 
coma, Wash. 98408. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Cedar products consisting of 
shakes, shingles, ridge, and shim stock, 
(1) from ports of entry on the interna- 
tional boundary between the United 
States and Canada, located at Blaine and 
Sumas, Wash., and (2) from points in 
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Clallam, Jefferson, Grays Harbor, and 
Whatcom Counties, Wash.; to points in 
California. Note: The purpose of this 
republication is to redescribe the terri- 
torial description. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Seattle, Wash. 

No. MC 133131, filed August 28, 1968. 
Applicant: T. T. MOREE, Post Office 
Box 243, Ferriday, La. 71334. Applicant’s 
representatives: Phineas Stevens and 
Harold D. Miller, Jr., 700 Petroleum 
Building, Post Office Box 22567, Jackson, 
Miss. 39205. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Lumber, from points in Concordia Par- 
ish, La., Adams County, Miss.; and New- 
ellton and Jonesville, La., to New Orleans, 
La., under contracts with Rogers Broth- 
ers Lumber Co., Inc., Dunegan Lumber 
Co. and Mitchell Lumber Co., (2) iron 
and steel articles, agricultural twine, and 
rope, from New Orleans, La., to Natchez, 
Miss., (3) heaters, from Florence, Ala., 
to Natchez, Miss., (4) asphalt roofing 
products, from Stephens, Ark., to 
Natchez, Miss., (5) ranges, from Cleve- 
land, Tenn., to Natchez, Miss., and (6) 
bolts, galvanized roofing, and wire prod- 
ucts, from Birmingham, Ala., to Natchez, 
Miss., under contracts with Natchez Steel 
& Pipe, Inc., and Feltus Bros. Hardware 
Co. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Jackson, Miss., Baton Rouge, or New 
Orleans, La. 

No. MC 133133, filed August 30, 1968. 
Applicant: FULLER MOTOR DELIV- 
ERY CO., a corporation, 820 Plum Street, 
Cincinanti, Ohio 45202. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: David A. Caldwell, 900 Tri- 
State Building, Cincinnati, Ohio 45202. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Such 
bulk commodities as are transported in 
dump trucks, between Lawrenceburg and 
Richmond, Ind., points in Hamilton 
County, Ohio, and those in that part of 
Kentucky within 12 miles of the southern 
limits of Cincinnati, Ohio. (2) Cements 
from points in Clark County, Ind., to 
points in Hamilton, Clermont, Butler, 
and Warren Counties, Ohio, and Boone, 
Kenton, and Campbell Counties, Ky. (3) 
Concrete brick, concrete block, and cin- 
der block from points in Hamilton 
County, Ohio, to points in Dearborn, 
Ohio, and Switzerland County, Ind., 
and Boone, Kenton, and Campbell Coun- 
ties, Ky. (4) Building contractors’ sup- 
plies, not including machinery, heavy 
equipment, and such articles as become 
part of finished construction, between 
points in Ohio and Kentucky and those 
in that part of Indiana on and south of 
U.S. Highway 40. (5) Salt in bulk or in 
bags from points in Hamilton County, 
Ohio, to points in Kentucky, points in 
Bartholomew, Blackford, Boone, Brown, 
Clark, Dearborn, Decatur, Delaware, 
Fayette, Floyd, Franklin, Grant, Hamil- 
ton, Hancock, Hendricks, Henry, How- 
ard, Jackson, Jay, Jefferson, Jennings, 
Johnson, Lawrence, Madison, Marion, 
Monroe, Morgan, Ohio, Randolph, Rip- 
ley, Rush, Scott, Shelby, Switzerland, 
Tipton, Union, Washington, and Wayne 


Counties, Ind., points in Adams, Brown, 
Butler, Clark, Clermont, Clinton, Darke, 
Fayette, Franklin, Greene, Hamilton, 
Highland, Madison, Miami, Montgom- 
ery, Pickaway, Pike, Ross, Scioto, and 
Warren Counties, Ohio, points in Boone, 
Cabell, Jackson, Kanawha, Lincoln, Lo- 
gan, Mason, Putnam, Wayne, and Wood 
Counties, W. Va. (6) Salt, in bulk or in 
bags from: Points in Scioto County, 
Ohio, to points in Ohio, Kentucky, and 
West Virginia. (7) Salt, in bulk or in bags 
from points in Washington County, Ohio, 
to points in Ohio and points in West 
Virginia on and west of U.S. Highway 
219. (8) Salt, in bulk or in bags from the 
site of Kentucky Asphalt Salts Terminal 
in Jefferson County, Ky., to points in 
Indiana on and south of Indiana High- 
way 28, and points in Brown, Butler, 
Clermont, Clinton, Greene, Hamilton, 
Highland, Montgomery, Preble, and 
Warren Counties, Ohio. Note: Applicant 
presently holds motor contract carrier 
authority under MC 74857 and Subs cor- 
responding to the authority applied for 
herein. The purpose of this application 
is to convert such authority to motor 
common carrier authority and applicant 
will surrender such permits upon issu- 
ance of a corresponding certificate. If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Columbus, Ohio, or 
Louisville, Ky. 

No. MC 133134, filed August 29, 1968. 
Applicant: WALTER VATTER, doing 
business as VATTER TRUCKING CO., 
1640 Cooper Street, Cincinnati, Ohio 
45223. Applicant’s representative: James 
W. Muldoon, 88 East Broad Street, Co- 
lumbus, Ohio 43215. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Such merchandise as is dealt in: by 
retail department stores, and materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the con- 
duct of such business, between Middle- 
town, Union Township, Clermont County, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, points in Boone County, 
Ky., and Lexington, Ky., under a contin- 
uing contract with the McAlpin Co., 
restricted against (1) commodities in 
bulk, (2) household appliances weighing 
not in excess of 2,500 pounds, air condi- 
tioning and refrigeration units and ma- 
terials and supplies used in the installa- 
tion thereof, between Cincinnati, Ohio, 
and points in Indiana, Kentucky, and 
Ohio within 25 miles of Cincinnati, Ohio. 
Norte: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Columbus 
or Cincinnati, Ohio. 

No. MC 133138, filed September 3, 1968. 
Applicant: INTER-ISLAND GARMENT 
CARRIERS, INC., 18 Stegman Court, 
Jersey City, N.J. 07305. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele 
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wearing apparel, and ma- 
terials, equipment, and supplies used or 
useful in the manufacturing of wearing 
apparel, between Farmingdale, N.Y., on 
the one hand, and, on the other, New 
York, N.Y. Note: Common control may 
be involved. If a hearing is deemed neces- 
Sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Washington, D.C., or New York, N.Y. 
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No. MC 133141, filed September 3, 
1968. Applicant: ALKIRE TRUCKING, 
INC., Post Office Box 461, Buckhannon, 
W. Va. 26201. Applicant’s representative: 
Denzil S. Alkier (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber 
products, lumber, chips and sawdust, 
pallets, brick, wedges, railroad ties, and 
laminated flooring, between points in 
West Virginia, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, Maryland, Ohio, -Pennsylvania, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, and Davenport 
and Fort Madison, Iowa, Chicago, IIl., 
Atlanta, Ga., and the international 
boundary line at or near Buffalo, N.Y. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Clarks- 
burg or Charleston, W. Va. 

No. MC 133149, filed September 5, 
1968. Applicant: CLAIR ROBISON, 520 
West Bridge Street, Brownstown, Ind. 
47220. Applicant’s representative: 
Charles H. Sturgeon, 500 South Main 
Street, Akron, Ohio. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Refrigerators, refrigeration, cooling, 
heating and electrical equipment, appli- 
ances, and parts, materials, and sup- 
plies used in the manufacture, repair, 
and distribution of such commodities; 
(1) between Salem, Ind., and Dayton and 
Columbus, Ohio; and (2) between Salem, 
Ind., and Louisville, Ky., under contract 
with The B. F. Goodrich Co. Nore: If a 
hearing is deemed necessary, applicant 
requests it be held at Indianapolis, Ind., 
Louisville, Ky., or Columbus, Ohio. 

No. MC 133159, filed September 9, 
1968. Applicant: MOORE’S FEED MILL, 
Highway 9 West, Pontotoc, Miss. 38863. 
Applicant’s representative: James E. 
Best, Pontotoc, Miss. 38863. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Feed, from Memphis, 
Tenn., to points in Lee, Pontotoc, Union, 
Prentiss, and Itawamba Counties, Miss., 
under contract with The Quaker Oats 
Co. Note: If a hearing is deemed neces- 
sary, applicant requests it be held at 
Memphis, Tenn. 

No. MC 133160, filed September 12, 
1968. Applicant: W. A. BEAMON AND 
J. R. LASSITER, a partnership, doing 
business as BEAMON AND LASSITER, 
5748 Southern Boulevard, Virginia 
Beach, Va. 23462. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Jno. C. Goodin, Post Office 
Box 1636, Richmond, Va. 23213. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi- 
ties having an immediate prior or subse- 
quent movement by aircraft, except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B explo- 
sives, household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, be- 
tween Norfolk, Va., om the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Nansemond 
County, Va., on and south of U.S. High- 
way 58, Southampton and Nansemond 
Counties, Va., on and east of U.S. High- 
way 258, Northampton County, N.C., on 
and east of U.S. Highway 258, Hertford, 
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Bertie, and Martin Counties, N.C., on and 
east of U.S. Highway 13; Lewiston, N.C., 
points in Martin, Washington, Tyrrell, 
and Dare Counties, N.C., on and north 
of U.S. Highway 64, Gates, Chowan, 
Perquimans, Pasquotank, Camden, and 
Currituck Counties, N.C., and Elizabeth 
City, N.C., and Isle of Wight County, Va. 
Note: If a hearing is deemed necessary, 
applicant requests it be held at Wash- 
ington, D.C., Norfolk, or Richmond, Va. 


MoTor CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 


No. MC 94818 (Sub-No. 7), filed July 8, 
1968. Applicant: BROOKS BUS LINE, 
INC., 220 South Fifth Street, Paducah, 
Ky. 42001. Applicant’s representative: 
William B. Elmer, 22644 Gratiot Avenue, 
East Detroit, Mich. 48021. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular and ir- 
regular routes, transporting: (A) Regu- 
lar routes: (1) Passengers and their bag- 
gage, newspapers, and express in the 
same vehicle with passengers; (a) be- 
tween Fulton, Ky., and Detroit, Mich.; 
from Fulton over U.S. Highway 45 to 
Norris City, Ill., thence over Mlinois 
Highway 1 to Marshall, Ill.; thence over 
U.S. Highway 40 to Indianapolis, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 36 to junction 
with Indiana Highway 9, thence over In- 
diana Highway 9 to Huntington, Ind., 
thence over U.S. Highway 24 to Fort 
Wayne, Ind., thence over U.S. Highway 
27 to Coldwater, Mich.; thence over U.S. 
Highway 27 to junction Michigan High- 
way 60; thence over Michigan Highway 
60 to Jackson, Mich., thence over U.S. 
Highway I-94 to Ann Arbor, Mich.; 
thence over Michigan Highway 14 to De- 
troit, Mich., and return over the same 
routes serving all intermediate points 
between Fulton, Ky., and Marshall, Il., 
including Fulton, Ky., and Marshall, IIl., 
and those between Jackson and Detroit, 
Mich., including Jackson; (b) between 
Gordon and Trimble, Il., from Gordon 
over Illinois Highway 33 to Robinson, 
Tll.; thence over unnumbered highway 
in a northeasterly direction to its junc- 
tion with Illinois Highway 1 at Trimble, 
Til., and return over the same routes 
serving all intermediate points. (B) Ir- 
regular routes: (2) Passengers and their 
baggage, in charter or special operations, 
from points on the routes described in 
(a) and (b) above <o points in the United 
States and return. Note: Applicant states 
it presently has authority between the 
same points containing certain restric- 
tions against service to intermediate 
points. The purpose of the instant ap- 
plication is to remove the restriction on 
intermediate points between Brookport 
and Marshall, Ill. If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Springfield, Ill., Paducah or Frank- 
fort, Ky. 

No. MC 101746 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
August 30, 1968. Applicant: CLARENCE 
CAMPBELL CRISER, MARY ELIZA- 
BETH CRISER, AND THOMAS MONT- 
GOMERY CRISER, a partnership, doing 
business as INDEPENDENT LIVERY, 
Hot Springs, Va. 24445. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Erwin S. Solomon, Box R, 
Hot Springs, Va. 24445. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
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vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Passengers and their baggage 
in the same vehicle with passengers, be- 
tween Hot Springs, Va., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, 
New York, West Virginia, Ohio, Ken- 
tucky, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Indiana, 
Rhode Island, Georgia, Florida, Ili- 
nois, Tennessee, and the District of Co- 
lumbia; and (2) passengers and their 
baggage in the same vehicle with pas- 
sengers having an immediately prior 
movement by aircraft, from Ingalls 
Field, approximately 3 air miles south- 
east of Hot Springs, Va., to points in 
Maryland, Pennslyvania, Delaware, New 
Jersey, New York, West Virginia, Ohio, 
Kentucky, North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Connecticut, Massachusetts, Indi- 
ana, Rhode Island, Georgia, Flordia, 
Illinois, Tennessee, and the District of 
Columbia. Note: If a hearing is deemed 
necessary, applicant requests it be held 
at Roanoke or Richmond, Va. 

No. MC 129948 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
September 11, 1968. Applicant: WHITE 
PINE TRANSIT CO., INC., 410 East 
Midland Avenue, Ironwood, Mich. 49938. 
Applicant’s representative: Val M. Hig- 
gins, 1000 First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: Passengers and their bag- 
gage, in the same vehicle with passen- 
gers; (1) between Iron Belt, Wis., and 
White Pine, Mich., from Iron Belt over 
Wisconsin Highway 77 to junction U.S. 
Highway 51, thence north on U.S. High- 
way 51 to junction with U.S. Highway 2, 
thence east on U.S. Highway 2 to junc- 
tion Michigan Highway 28, thence east 
on Michigan Highway 28 to junction 
Michigan Highway 64, thence north on 
Michigan Highway 64° to White Pine, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points; (2) between 
Mercer, Wis., and Wakefield, Mich., 
from Mercer over U.S. Highway 51 to 
junction U.S. Highway 2, thence east 
on U.S. Highway 2 to Wakefield, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points; and (3) between 
Ashland, Wis., and Ironwood, Mich., 
over U.S. Highway 2, serving all inter- 
mediate points. Restriction: The service 
sought herein, parts (1), (2), and (3), 
is restricted to the transportation of 
passengers who are picked up or dis- 
charged at the White Pine Copper Co. 
site at White Pine, Mich., or at the site 
of Munsingwear, Inc., at Ashland, Wis., 
or the plantsites of Simpson Electric Co. 
at Mercer, Wis. Note: If a hearing is 
deemed necessary, applicant requests it 
be held at Duluth, Minn. 


FREIGHT FORWARDERS OF PROPERTY 


SEPTEMBER 9, 1968. 

No. FF-353, Asiatic Forwarders, Inc., 
Freight Forwarder Application, filed 
September 4, 1968. Applicant: ASIATIC 
FORWARDERS, INC., 335 Valencia 
Street, San Francisco, Calif. 94103. 
Applicant’s representative: Alan F. 
Wohlstetter, 1 Farragut Square South, 
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Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority 
sought under Part IV of the Interstate 
Commerce Act as a freight ‘orwarder in 
interstate or foreign commerce, in the 
transportation of (1) household goods, 
as defined by the Commission in 17 
M.C.C. 467, (2) used automobiles and 
(3) unaccompanied baggage, between 
points in the United States, including 
Alaska and Hawaii. 


SEPTEMBER 16, 1968. 

No. FF-354, Republic Household Goods 
Shipping Co. Freight Fcrwarder Appli- 
cation, filed September 6, 1968. Appli- 
cant: REPUBLIC HOUSEHOLD GOODS 
SHIPPING CoO., a corporation, 9219 Har- 
ford Road, Baltimore, Md. 21234. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Elliott Bunce, 
Suite 618, Perpetual Building, 1111 E 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20004. 
Authority sought under Part IV of the 
Interstate Commerce Act as a freight 
forwarder in interstate or foreign com- 
merce, through the facilities of common 
carriers by rail and motor vehicles, in the 
transportation of used household goods, 
and uncrated new furniture, store dis- 
plays, and bar room fixtures, between 
points in the United States. 


WaTER CARRIER OF PROPERTY 


No. W-630 (Sub-No. 32), A. L. MECH- 
LING BARGE LINES INC., Extension— 
New Orleans to Tampa, filed September 
11, 1968. Applicant: A. L. MECHLING 
BARGE LINES INC., 51 North Desplaines 
Street, Joliet, Ill. 60431. Applicant’s 
representatives: S. S. Eisen, 140 Cedar 
Street, New York, N.Y. 10006 and J. 
Richard Hommrich (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority sought under Part 
III of the Interstate Commerce Act, for 
a revised certificate to include operation 
as a common carrier by water, in inter- 
state or foreign commerce, (1) by non- 
self-propelled vessels with the use of 
separate towing vessels, in the transpor- 
tation of general commodities; and, (2) 
by towing vessels in the performance of 
general towage, between the Port of 
Tampa, Fla., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, the Port of New Orleans, La. 
Nore: Applicant states it intends to tack 
the above proposed authority with its 
present authority in W-630 and subs. 


APPLICATION FOR BROKERAGE LICENSE 


No. MC 130070, filed September 5, 1968. 
Applicant: COLUMBUS ASSOCIATES, 
INC., 15-17 Stoughton Street, Dorchester 
District, Boston, Mass. 02125. Applicant’s 
representative: Mary E. Kelley, 10 Tre- 
mont Street, Boston, Mass. 02108. For a 
license (BMC-—5) to engage in operations 
as a broker, at Boston, Mass., in arrang- 
ing for transportation in interstate or 
foreign commerce of passengers and 
their baggage, both as individuals and 
groups, in special operations, between 
points in the United States. 


APPLICATION IN WHICH HANDLING WITH- 
OUT OraAL HEARING HAs BEEN REQUESTED 

No. MC 33641 (Sub-No. 176), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: IML 
FREIGHT, INC., Post Office Box 2277, 
Salt Lake City, Utah 84110. Applicant’s 
representative: Edward J. Hegarty, Shell 
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Building, 100 Bush Street, San Francisco, 
Calif. 94104. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Gen- 
eral commodities (except those of un- 
usual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com- 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), (1) be- 
tween St. Louis, Mo., and Louisville, 
Ky., from St. Louis over U.S. Highway 
460 to junction [linois Highway 13, 
thence over Illinois Highway 13 to junc- 
tion Illinois Highway 152, thence over 
Iilinois Highway 152 to junction USS. 
Highway 51, thence over U.S. Highway 
51 to junction M[llinois Highway 14, 
thence over Illinois Highway 14 to junc- 
tion U.S. Highway 460, thence over U.S. 
Highway 460 to Louisville, and return 
Over the same route, as an alternate 
route in connection with applicant’s 
otherwise authorized regular routes, 
servinc no intermediate points, and (2) 
between Salem, Ill., and Louisville, Ky., 
from Salem over Illinois Highway 37 to 
junction U.S. Highway 460, thence over 
U.S. Highway 460 to Louisville, and re- 
turn over the same route, as an alternate 
route in connection with applicant’s 
otherwise authorized regular routes, 
serving no intermediate points or Salem, 
Ill., but with the right to join this route 
at Salem, Ml. 

No. MC 125562 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
September 6, 1968. Applicant: EDWIN 
S. LEHMAN AND DENNIS D. LEHMAN, 
a@ partnership, doing business as LEH- 
MAN TRUCKING CO., Box 103, Kidron, 
Ohio 44636. Applicant’s representative: 
Sheldon M. Gisser, 540 Leader Building, 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Aluminum truck body kits, 
knocked down, and cabs and fabricated 
parts for construction machinery, in 
shipper-owned trailers, from Kidron, 
Ohio, to points in Minnesota and Ne- 
braska, and (2) damaged or defective 
shipments and materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of the commodi- 
ties described in (1) above, on return, 
under contract with Kidron Body Co. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Net Garson, 
Secretary. 
{F.R. Doc. 68-11637; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:45 a.m.] 


- [Notice 696] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS 


SEPTEMBER 23, 1968. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority un- 
der section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
new rules of Ex Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR 
Part 340), published in the FEprEraL 
REGISTER, issue of April 27, 1965, effective 
July 1, 1965. These rules provide that 
protests to the granting of an applica- 
tion must be filed with the field official 
named in the Fepera, ReEcIsTer publi- 


cation, within 15 calendar days after the 
date of notice of the filing of the appli- 
cation is published in the Feperat Recis- 
TER. One copy of such protest must be 
served on the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any, and the protests 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protests must be specific as 
to the service which such protestant can 
and will offer, and must consist of a 
signed original and six copies. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the field office to which protests are 
to be transmitted. 


MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


No. MC 2202 (Sub-No. 357 TA), filed 
September 16, 1968. Applicant: ROAD- 
WAY EXPRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge 
Boulevard, Akron, Ohio 44309. Appli- 
cant’s representative: Douglas Faris 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex- 
cept those of unusua] value, classes A 
and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and commodities requiring spe- 
cial equipment, serving the plant site of 
the Grinnell Corp. near Henderson, 
Tenn., as an off-route point, in connec- 
tion with applicant’s regular route opera- 
tions in MC-2202 and Subs thereunder, 
for 120 days. Supporting shipper: Grin- 
nell Corp., Providence, R.I. 02901. Norte: 
Applicant states it proposes to tack with 
its presently held authority in MC 2202 
and subs thereunder and will effect inter- 
change at all points. Send protests to: 
G. J. Baccei, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Room 181, 
Federal Office Building, Cleveland, Ohio 
44199. 

No. MC 30092 (Sub-No. 16 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: HER- 
RETT TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 
Post Office Box 539, Sunnyside, Wash. 
98944. Applicant’s representative: Nor- 
man E. Sutherland, 1200 Jackson Tower, 
Portland, Oreg. 97205. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Wooden shakes, shingles and trim, 
from points in Oregon and Washington, 
to points in California, Arizona, and 
Nevada, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
pers: The Levaque Co., Inc., Concrete, 
Wash. 98237; B & B Shake Co., Concrete, 
Wash. 98237; Newton Cedar Products, 
Post Office Box 921, Forks, Wash. 98331; 
M & B Shake Co., Box 43, Quinault, 
Wash. 98575; Cutrite Cedar Products, 
Post Office Box 208, Port Angeles, Wash. 
98362; International Paper Co., Long- 
Bell Division, Box 308, Veneta, Oreg. 
97487; Trim Products Co., 14330 Besse- 
mer Street, Van Nuys, Calif. 91401. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor W. J. 
Huetig, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, Bureau of Operations, 450 Mult- 
nomah Building, 120 Southwest Fourth 
Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 97204. 

No. MC 69116 (Sub-No. 117 TA), filed 
September 16, 1968. Applicant: SPEC- 
TOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 205 
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West Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 60606. 
Applicant’s representative: J. S. Rus- 
cetta (same address as above). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities, ex- 
cept dangerous explosives, livestock, 
household goods as defined in Practices 
of Motor Common Carriers of Household 
Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, loose bulk com- 
modities, those requiring special equip- 
ment and those injurious or contami- 
nating to other lading, serving the site 
of the Grinnell Corp. at or near Hender- 
son, Tenn., as an off-route point in con- 
nection with applicant’s regular-route 
operations, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: G. L. Hoch, General Traffic 
Manager, Grinnell Corp., 260 West Ex- 
change, Providence, R.I. 02901. Nore: 
Applicant advises that it intends to tack 
the authority here applied for to other 
authority held by it, or to interline with 
other carriers. Send protests to: Andrew 
J. Montgomery, District Supervisor, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, U.S. 
Courthouse and Federal Office Building, 
Room 1086, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Chicago, Ill. 60604. 

No. MC 113678 (Sub-No. 326 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: CURTIS, 
INC., 770 East 51st Avenue, Post Office 
Box 16004, Stockyards Station, Denver, 
Colo. 80216. Applicant’s representative: 
Oscar Mandel (same address as above). 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicles, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Those commodities 
normally used by and dealt in by restau- 
rants and restaurant supply house, and 
foodstuffs, between points in Colorado, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Oklahoma, Texas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Alabama, for 150 days. 
Supporting shippers: Foster Frosty 
Foods, 1421 Onieda, Denver, Colo. 80220; 
National Marketing & Leasing Corp. 
(NM&L), and M/S Development, Inc. 
(M/S), 890 Federal Boulevard, Denver, 
Colo. 80219; Waters Distributing Co., 
2636 Walnut Street, Denver, Colo. 80219; 
Puritan Pie Co., 2800 Walnut Street, Den- 
ver, Colo. 80219; World Foods Corp., Post 
Office Box 11188, Highland Station, Den- 
ver, Colo. 80211; Mapelli Bros., 1624 Mar- 
ket Street, Denver, Colo. 80202. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor Herbert 
C. Ruoff, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 2022 Federal Building, Denver, 
Colo. 80202. 

No. MC 125420 (Sub-No. 18 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: MER- 
CURY TANKLINES LIMITED, Post Of- 
fice Box 5858, Edmonton, Alberta, Can- 
ada. Applicant’s representative: Jos. F. 
Meglen, 2822 Third Avenue North, Bill- 
ings, Mont. 59101. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Alcoholic beverages, from Schenley, 
Pa., to the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
at ports of entry at or near Sweetgrass, 
Mont., and Portal, N. Dak., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: National Distillers 
Products Co., 99 Park Avenue, New York, 
N.Y. 10016. Send protests to: Paul J. 


Labane, District- Supervisor, Interstate 
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Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- 
erations, 251 U.S. Post Office Building, 
Billings, Mont. 59101. 

No. MC 126625 (Sub-No. 4 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: MURPHY 
SURF-AIR TRUCKING COMPANY, 
INC., Blue Grass Field, Lexington, Ky. 
40504. Applicant’s representative: Her- 
bert D. Liebman, 403 West Main Street, 
Frankfort, Ky. 40601. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: General commodities (except those 
of unusual value, classes A and B ex- 
plosives, household goods as defined by 
the Commission, commodities in bulk, 
and those requiring special equipment), 
between points in Fayette, Montgomery, 
and Garrard Counties, Ky., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Weir-Cook Air- 
port, Indianapolis, Ind., and James Cox 
Municipal Airport, Vandalia, Ohio, re- 
stricted to shipments having an immedi- 
ately prior or subsequent movement by 
air, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Thomas Price, Traffic Manager, Cowden 
Manufacturing Co., 300 New Circle Road, 
NW., Lexington, Ky. 40505. Send protests 
to: District Supervisor R. W. Schneiter, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 203 
Featherston Building, 177 North Upper 
Street, Lexington, Ky. 40507. 

No. MC 127634 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: JAMES 
J. GAMBRELL, doing business as GAM- 
BRELL MOBILE HOME TRAILER 
TOWING, 1820-1825 Fairview Avenue, 
Augusta, Ga. 30904. Applicant’s repre- 
sentative: Ariel Vincent Conlin, Suite 
626 Fulton National Bank Building, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Mobile homes in initial movements, 
from Sparta, Ga., to points in Mississippi, 
Florida, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Alabama, and Tennessee, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Hancock Coach Co., 
Inc., Post Office Box 399, Sparta, Ga. 
31087. Send protests to: William L. 
Scroggs, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Room 309, 1252 
West Peachtree Street NW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30309. 

No. MC 127519 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: KLAUS 
GRUBER, 2955 Huntington Circle, 
Brookfield, Wis. 53005. Applicant’s rep- 
resentative: Klaus Gruber (same address 
as-above). Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Con- 
crete brick, concrete slabs, concrete 
veneer stone, and concrete panels, from 
Brookfield, Wis., to Dubuque, Iowa, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Split Rock 
Products, Inc., 13160 West Burleigh 
Street, Brookfield, Wis. 53005. Send pro- 
tests to: Lyle D. Helfer, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, 135 West Wells 
Street, Room 807, Milwaukee, Wis. 53203. 

No. MC 127557 (Sub-No. 10 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: COM- 
MERCIAL TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
833 Warner Street SW., Atlanta, Ga. 
30310. Applicant’s representative: Virgil 
H. Smith, Suite 431, Title Building, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30303. Authority ‘sought 
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to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Malt beverages, from 
Cumberland, Md., to Atlanta, Ga.; 
Jacksonville and Miami, Fla., for 120 
days. Supporting shipper: The Cum- 
berland Brewing Co., Cumberland, Md. 
Send protests to: William L. Scroggs, 
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 
Room 309, 1252 West Peachtree Street 
NW., Atlanta, Ga. 30309. 

No. MC 127844 (Sub-No. 3 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: L. B. 
BARNHILL AND I. S. JOHNSON, JR.., 
a partnership, doing business as B & J 
TRANSPORTATION, Route 4, Box 48 
X-A, Sumter, S.C. 29150. Applicant’s 
representative: Henry P. Willimon, Post 
Office Box 1075, Greenville, S.C. 29602. 
Authority sought to operate as a com- 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, aver ir- 
regular routes, transporting: New furni- 
ture (crated) from Mullins, S.C., to 
points in the New York, N.Y., commer- 
cial zone, for 180 days. Supporting ship- 
per: Schoolfield Industries, Mullins, S.C. 
29574. Send protests to: Arthur B. Aber- 
crombie, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, 601A Federal Building, 901 
Sumter Street, Columbia, S.C. 29201. 

No. MC 128878 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed 
September 18, 1968. Applicant: SERV- 
ICE TRUCK LINE, INC., Post Office Box 
961, Shreveport, La. 71102. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Ammonium nitrate, fer- 
tilizer compounds, fertilizer matcrials, 
and blends thereof, from Beaumont, 
Tex., to points in Arkansas, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, Oklahoma, and Texas, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Mobil 
Chemical Co., a division of Mobil Oil 
Corp., 401 East Main Street, Richmond, 
Va. 23208. Send protests to: District Su- 
pervisor W. R. Atkins, Bureau of Opera- 
tions, Interstate Commerce Commission, 
T-4009 Federal Building, 701 Loyola 
Avenue, New Orleans, La. 70113. 

No. MC 133107 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed 
September 17, 1968. Applicant: TENOPIR 
TRUCKING, INC., 200 Granville, Bea- 
trice, Nebr. 68310. Applicant’s represent- 
ative: C. E. Danley, Box 362, Beatrice, 
Nebr. 68310. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Grain bins, silos, steel buildings, wet 
grain tanks, and silo unloaders, from the 
plantsite of Martin Steel Corp. of Mans- 
field, Ohio, to points in Iowa, and Mis- 
souri within 125 miles of Beatrice, Nebr., 
and points in Kansas and Nebraska, for 
the account of Farm Automation, Inc., 
for 150 days. Supporting shipper: Farm 
Automation, Inc., Highway 77, Beatrice, 
Nebr. 68310. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Max H. Johnston, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 315 Post Office Building, Lin- 
coln, Nebr. 68508. 


By the Commission. 


[SEAL] H. Net GARSON, 
Secretary. 


[F.R. Doc. 68-11682; Filed, Sept. 25, 1968; 
8:47 a.m.] 
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